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PLACE  OF  MASSACHUSETTS   IN  NATIONAL 
CRIME  RATE  STATISTICS  FOR  1969 


This  paper  shows  how  Massachusetts  compares  with  other  states 
in  regard  to  crime  rates.     The  rates  of  selected  crimes  were  ob- 
tained from  the  Uniform  Crime  Reports  -  1969,   issued  August  13,  1970 
by  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation. 

As  customary,   tables  in  that  publication  list  the  rates  per 
100,000  inhabitants  of  every  state  for  each  of  the  following  crimes: 


The  figures  for  the  quantities  of  these  crimes  are  based  on  the 
numbers  of  offenses  known  to  local  police  and  in  turn  forwarded  by 
them  to  Washington.     This  is  a  voluntary  program  in  which  urban  police 
officials  usually  cooperate  better  than  rural  police  in  reporting 
their  local  crimes  to  the  F.B.I. 

For  many  years  it  has  been  the  Federal  practice  to  add  together 
the  rates  of  all  of  the  seven  selected  crimes  to  establish  an  overall 
"Crime  Index"  which  is  intended  to  show  the  amount  of  "serious"  crime 
in  an  area.     However,   this  index  is  not  really  a  valid  representation 
of  the  amount  of  serious  crime  because  the  variations  in  degree  of 
seriousness  of  different  crimes  are  not  recognized.     For  example: 
ten  unauthorized  joyrides  in  an  automobile  have  just  as  much  weight 
in  the  index  as  ten  premeditated  murders. 

As  the  less  serious  property  crimes  occur  about  seven  times  as 
frequently  as  the  more  serious  crimes  against  persons  this  means  that 
the  F.B.I,   index  is  heavily  overweighted  by  comparatively  minor 
offenses.     In  other  words,   instead  of  accurately  indicating  the  amount 
of  "serious"  crimes  the  F.B.I,  overall  index  is  really  a  better  indicator 
of  the  amount  of  "less  serious"  crime. 


1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 


Murder,   including  non-negligent  manslaughter. 
Forcible  rape. 
Robbery . 

Aggravated  assault. 
Burglary. 

Larceny  of  over  $50. 

Auto  theft  including  both  joyriding  and 
stealing  for  resale. 
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The  following  comparison  of  two  specific  states  will  illustrate 
the  effect  of  the  absence  of  proper  weighting.     Wisconsin  has  a  low 
rate  for  murder   (only  2.1  per  100,000)  as  well  as  a  low  rate  (80.6) 
for  the  total  of  the  four  violent  crimes.     On  the  other  hand  Mis- 
sissippi has  a  high  murder  rate   (8.1)  and  a  high  total  for  the  vio- 
lent crime  rates    (142.1).     Yet  the  overall  crime  index  makes  Mis- 
sissippi look  good  with  a  low  740.5  rate,  while  Wisconsin  looks 
bad  with  1382.6.     This  is  because  the  higher  total  of  the  less 
serious  property  crime  rates  in  Wisconsin   (1302.0)  overbalances 
Mississippi's  combination  of  a  high  total  of  rates  for  violent 
crimes    (142.1)  and  its  low  total  of  rates  for  property  crimes  (598.4). 

Another  way  of  illustrating  the  fallacy  of  the  F.B.I,   index  as  a 
valid  measure  of  serious  crime  is  to  point  out  that,   for  any  typical 
state,   a  hundred  per  cent  increase  in  murders  could  be  counterbalanced 
by  a  drop  of  less  than  one  per  cent  in  burglaries.     Thus  a  whole  series 
of  gangland  murders  can  be  counterbalanced  in  the  statistics  by  a  minus- 
cule decrease  in  rate  of  burglaries. 

Because  the  F.B.I.  Crime  Index  does  not  give  a  true  picture  of  the 
amount  of  serious  crime  we  have  omitted  the  overall  "Crime  Index" 
figures  from  our  appended  table  and  prefer  not  to  use  them  in  our  com- 
parisons.    In  fact  the  Uniform  Crime  Report  administrators  themselves 
have  apparently  recognized  that  their  overall  index  is  inadequate  be- 
cause,  for  the  past  two  years,   they  have  separated  their  total  index 
into  two  subtotals.     The  Uniform  Crime  Reports  now  show  a  separate 
figure  for  the  total  of  the  rates  for  the  four  crimes  against  the  per- 
son  (murder,    forcible  rape,   robbery,   aggravated  assault)  under  the  head- 
ing "Violent  Crime"  and  another  separate  figure  for  the  total  of  the 
three  property  crimes    (burglary,    larceny,   auto  theft)  under  the  heading 
"Property  Crime".     This  division  into  two  separate  groups  avoids  adding 
together  the  most  disparate  frequencies  like  murder,  which  occurs  on  the 
average  less  than  six  times  per  100,000,   and  burglary,  which  sometimes 
occurs  over  a  thousand  times  per  100,000  inhabitants.  Nevertheless, 
even  within  each  of  these  two  separated  groups , frequency  extremes 
still  do  exist.     For  example  within  the  violent  crime  group,  robbery 
occurs  twenty  times  as  often  as  murder.     Consequently,   since  unweighted 
components  are  still  added  together  in  the  subgroups,   the  results  may 
still  present  a  distorted  picture.     However,   although  these  subtotals 
are  less  than  perfect  indicators  of  the  amount  of  "Violent"  and  "Property" 
crimes,   they  are  such  a  marked  improvement  over  the  overall "Crime  Index" 
that  we  have  included  them  in  our  appended  table. 


To  obtain  a  better  comparison  of  Massachusetts  with  other  states 
we  rank  ordered  the  state  rates  for  each  crime.     The  state  with  the 
lowest  rate  was  ranked  the  best,   or  number  one,   for  that  crime,  the 
next  lowest  state  number  two,   and  so  on.     This  of  course  resulted 
in  the  state  with  the  highest  rate  for  a  crime  being  ranked  the 
worst,   or  fiftieth,   at  the  bottom  of  the  column  for  that  crime. 
The  table  appended  at  the  end  of  this  paper  shows  the  resulting 
rank  order  of  each  state  for  each  offense,   as  well  as  the  rank  of 
each  state  for  two  different  subtotals.     One  subtotal  shows  the 
aggregated  rates  of  the  four  crimes  against  persons  while  the  other 
subtotal  shows  the  total  of  the  rates  of  the  three  crimes  against 
property.     The  rank  order  of  nine  regions  of  the  United  States 
(See  Footnote  1  below)  are  also  shown. 

A  review  of  the  regional  rankings  on  this  table  indicates  that 
the  New  England  area  still  has  the  lowest  rates  for  the  crimes  of  mur- 
der,  forcible  rape  and  aggravated  assault.     It  is  second  from  lowest 
in  robbery.     With  three  firsts  and  one  second  in  the  group  of  four 
violent  crimes, New  England  has  the  lowest  total  rate  for  these  crimes 
against  persons. 


Footnote  1 


Region 


States  Included 


1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 


6. 
7. 
8. 


9. 


New  England 
Middle  Atlantic 
East  North  Central 
West  North  Central 
South  Atlantic 


East  South  Central 
West  South  Central 
Mountain 


Pacific 


Conn.,  Maine,  Mass.,   N.H. ,   R.I.,  Vt. 
N.J.,   N.Y.,  Penn. 
111.,    Ind.,   Mich.,   Ohio,  Wise. 
Iowa,   Kans.,  Minn.,  Mo.,  Neb.,  N.  &  S.  : 
Del.,   Fla.,   Ga.,    Md.,     N.   &  S.  Car.,  Va 
W.  Va. 

Ala.,   Ky.,  Miss.,  Tenn. 
Ark.,   La.,  Okla,  Texas 

Ariz.,  Colo.,  Idaho,  Mont.,  Nev. ,  N.Mex 
Utah,  Wyo. 

Alaska,   Calif.,   Hawaii,  Ore.,  Wash. 


Dakota 


/ 
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However,  with  regard  to  property  crimes,  New  England  does  not 
fare  as  well.     Among  the  nine  regions  New  England  ranks  sixth  in 
burglary,   fourth  in  larceny  and  ninth  in  auto  theft.     If  we  look 
at  the  more  rural  New  England  states  of  Maine,   Vermont  and  New 
Hampshire,  we  find  that  even  in  regard  to  property  crimes  these 
states  still  have  low  crime  rates.     However,   the  more  urban  states 
of  Connecticut,   Rhode  Island  and  Massachusetts  all  have  high  rates 
for  property  crimes  and  drag  the  New  England  area  down  to  sixth  place 
in  the  ranking  of  the  totals  of  property  crime  rates. 

Turning  to  examine  the  individual  ranking  of  Massachusetts  and 
looking  first  at  crimes  against  the  person  we  find  that  the  average 
ranking  of  Massachusetts  for  these  four  violent  crimes  comes  close 
to  the  country  wide  median.     More  precisely  the  ranking  for  the  total 
of  these  four  crimes  is  twenty-three,   a  change  of  three  from  the  pre- 
vious better  ranking  of  twenty.     For  the  individual  offense  of  murder 
Massachusetts  ranks  sixteenth,   the  same  as  the  previous  year.     For  the 
offense  of  rape  it  ranks  thirteenth,   an  improvement  of  three  places 
above  the  previous  ranking  of  sixteen.     However,   for  robbery  there  was 
a  change  of  three  places,   from  thirtieth  to  a  poorer  ranking  of  thirty- 
third.     For  aggravated  assault  there  was  an  improvement  of  one  place 
from  a  ranking  of  eighteenth  last  year  to  seventeenth  in  1969. 

Changing  from  a  rank  order  comparison  to  a  comparison  with  national 
averages^ the  picture  also  changes  somewhat.     For  the  violent  crimes 
Massachusetts  has  a  lower  rate  than  the  average  for  all  of  the  United 
States  for  each  offense.     However,  we  know  that  an  average   (contrary  to 
a  median)   is  affected  by  extremely  high  and  extremely  low  values.  For 
example,   five  southern  states  with  excessively  high  murder  rates  of 
eleven  to  thirteen  per  100,000  have  undue  effect  in  increasing  the 
national  average  rate  for  murder  to  7.2;  whereas  the  more  typical  and 
more  acceptable  figure  is  the  median   (midpoint)  rate  of  5.85.     In  other 
words,  we  should  not  become  smug  because  the  rates  for  violent  crimes  in 
Massachusetts  are  better  than  the  national  average  because  an  average 
can  be  unduly  increased  by  a  few  extremely  high  rate  states. 

Comparing  the  ranking  of  Massachusetts  with  the  ranking  of  the 
other  states  in  regard  to  1969  rates  of  property  crimes  as  differen- 
tiated from  violent  crimes  is  an  unhappy  exercise.     For  the  crime  of 


Footnote  2 

National  averages  are  listed  at  the  top  of  the  table  of  rates  appended 
at  the  end  of  this  paper. 


-  5  - 


burglary  Massachusetts  changed  three  places  from  thirty-third  to  a 
poorer  ranking  of  thirty-sixth.     In  regard  to  larceny,   there  was  an 
improvement  from  its  twenty-ninth  ranking  the  previous  year  to  twenty- 
seventh  place.     However,    for  auto  thefts  we  still  are  the  worst  state 
in  the  country.     Having  the  very  worst  ranking  of  all  fifty  states  for 
auto  theft  is  a  dubious  distinction  we  have  suffered  for  at  least  the 
fifth  straight  year.     Massachusetts  is  consistently  the  least  efficient 
state  in  regard  to  control  of  this  offense! 

With  the  poorest  rate  in  the  country  for  auto  theft  combined  with 
high  rates  for  both  larceny  and  burglary,   Massachusetts  ranks  thirty- 
eighth  out  of  fifty  states  when  the  total  of  all  property  crime  rates 
are  added  together.     Nor  does  it  help  much  to  use  national  averages 
(instead  of  rankings)   for  a  comparison  of  property  crime  rates.  Con- 
trary to  the  situation  with  regard  to  crimes  against  persons,  Massachu- 
setts,  for  two  out  of  three  property  offenses,  has  higher  crime  rates 
than  the  country  wide  average.     Only  for  larceny  are  we  slightly  bet- 
ter than  the  national  average. 

Pointing  out  the  relative  standing  of  Massachusetts  as  compared  with 
either  national  medians  or  averages  does  not  disclose  the  fact  that  the 
entire  country,   as  well  as  our  own  state,   is  sinking  deeper  into  a  morass 
of  crime.     The  national  rates  for  every  crime  were  higher  in  1969  than 
they  were  the  previous  year.     Although  in  Massachusetts  the  murder  rate 
remained  the  same,   the  rates  of  all  other  crimes  increased.     What  we 
learn  from  comparing  Massachusetts  with  other  states  is  that  for  some 
offenses  we  are  sinking  more  slowly  into  the  quicksand  while  for  other 
offenses  we  are  sinking  faster  and  deeper  than  the  rest  of  the  country. 
From  the  retrospective  view  it  appears  that  for  not  a  single  offense 
are  we  improving  our  position  or  even  getting  a  toehold  on  a  more  stable 
foundation  to  assist  us  out  of  the  crime  swamp. 

Even  in  regard  to  comparative  rates  of  crime,  Massachusetts  has 
little  to  brag  about.     For  three  out  of  seven  offenses  we  rank  worse 
than  half  of  the  states.     Our  very  best  ranking  is  only  thirteenth 
(for  rape)  and  our  worst  ranking  is  as  bad  as  it  could  be  -  fiftieth 
(for  auto  theft).     Although  there  has  been  increased  effort  in  recent 
years  to  try  to  improve  law  enforcement  and  correctional  administra- 
tion it  appears  that  the  slide  towards  more  crime  has  not  been  halted. 
If  it  is  desired  that  Massachusetts  have  less  rather  than  more  crime, 
then  the  legislature  and  other  elected  officials  must  give  much  greater 
support  to  the  following  areas:      (1)  Crime  prevention   (2)  Measures 
which  will  result  in  more  effective  law  enforcement  and   (3)  Better 
programs  for  correction  and  treatment  of  criminals. 

Nelson  N.  Cochrane 
Supervisor  of  Research 
September  1970 
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SELECTED     CRIMES  PERSON'S    and      VS  PROPERTY 
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ftaa  ravaged 
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us  mt 
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Rrea  Rate 


Rrea  Rate 


ft  re  a  Rate 
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W.M,X*nt 
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Vi.So.Qmt 
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Pacific 
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Vermf 
Iowa. 
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So.  Dak 
Wise 
Hawaii 
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Mont 
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Utah 
Minn 
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Ohio 
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324? 
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645.3 
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Pacific 
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N.bak 
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Maine 

Idaho 
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Kans 
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Mont 
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Ind 
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Cal 
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Md 

Co.h{ 


12.1 
13.1 

11.1 
If.  I 
11.1 
20.7 
31* 


£.S.&»t  53.6 
N.E*1  bS".b 
Mm+n  7H 
UM.Otat  ft.l 
W.i.6<t  16. H 
ScM  1*14 
e.R.Ceat  112-1 
Pacific  1 7*6 
MHfHl  LU.S 
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9 ' 
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Miss 
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Idaho 
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Ky 
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/5.6 
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/7' 
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/f.4 
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©•I 
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/(4.6 

2U 

Ohio 
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MA 
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Md 
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Kans 
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??.9 
^3.6 
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PLACE  OF  MASSACHUSETTS  IN 
NATIONAL  CRIME  RATE  STATISTICS  FOR  1970 


This  report  compares  Massachusetts  and  New  England  with 
other  states  and  regions  in  regard  to  crime  rates.     The  rates 
of  the  pertinent  crimes  were  obtained  from  the  Uniform  Crime 
Reports  -  1970  -  issued  August  31,    1971  by  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation. 

As  customary,   tables  in  that  publication  list  the  rates 
per  100,000  inhabitants  of  every  state  and  region  for  each  of 
the  following  seven  selected  crimes: 

1.  Murder    (including  non-negligent  manslaughter) 

2.  Forcible  rape 

3 .  Robbery 

4.  Aggravated  assault 

5.  Burglary 

6.  Larceny  of  over  $50.00 

7.  Auto  theft    (including  both  joyriding  and  stealing  for 
resale) 

The  figures  for  the  quantities  of  these  crimes  are  based 
on  the  number  of  offenses  known  to  local  police  and  in  turn 
voluntarily  reported  by  them  to  the  F.B.I.     Most,  but  not  all, 
sizeable  cities  and  towns  cooperate  in  forwarding  such  statis- 
tics . 

For  many  years  it  has  been  the  F.B.I,  practice  to  add  to- 
gether the  rates  of  all  of  these  seven  selected  crimes  to  es- 
tablish an  overall   "Crime  Index"  which  purports  to  show  the 
amount  of  serious  crime  in  an  area.     According  to  the  F.B.I, 
the  seven  crimes  selected  "...are  all  serious  crimes,  either 
by  their  very  nature  or  due  to  the  volume  in  which  they  occur."* 

We  disagree  with  the  notion  that  because  an  offense  occurs 
in  high  volume  it  should  be  considered  a  serious  crime.     If  this 
were  so,   then  traffic  law  violations  and  drunkenness,   which  make 
up  over  70%  of  the  volume  of  Massachusetts  criminal  court  cases, 
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should  also  be  defined  as  "serious"  crimes.     The  fact  that  such 
offenses  result  in  a  tremendous  volume  of  social  problems  does 
not  justify  redefining  comparatively  minor  crimes  as  serious 
crimes . 

In  fact  it  is  because  of  the  excessive  volume  of  compara- 
tively minor  crimes  against  property  included  in  the  "Index"  as 
compared  with  the  limited  number  of  more  serious  violent  crimes 
against  persons  that  the  "Index"  does  not  really  indicate  the 
true  amount  of  serious  crime.     For  example,   the  act  of  stealing 
a  car  for  a  joyride  counts  just  as  much  in  the  "Index"  as  commit- 
ting a  murder  -  an  obviously  inappropriate  equation.     A  compari- 
son of  the  nationwide  frequency  of  these  two  crimes  shows  that 
there  are  over  fifty  auto  thefts  for  each  murder.     This  illus- 
trates the  imbalance  of  the  design  of  the  "Index".  Further, 
when  we  compare  the  total  of  all  property  crimes  with  all  vio- 
lent crimes  we  find  that  there  are  nearly  seven  times  as  many 
of  the  three  selected  property  crimes  as  there  are  of  the  four 
selected  violent  crimes  against  the  person.     Consequently  it 
is  clear  that  the  F.B.I.    "Crime  Index"  is  padded  with  altogether 
too  many  of  the  less  serious  crimes. 

Overweighting  the  "Index"  with  comparatively  minor  crimes 
results  in  the  following  kinds  of  anomalies.     Comparing  Missis- 
sippi and  Wisconsin  we  see  that  the  former  has  a  high  murder 
rate  of  11.5  while  Wisconsin's  murder  rate  is  only  2.0.  Missis- 
sippi's rate  for  all  four  violent  crimes  is  179.3,  more  than 
double  the  Wisconsin  violent  crime  rate  of  85.8.     Yet  because 
Mississippi  has  a  very  low  property  crime  rate  this  reduces 
Mississippi's  overall  Crime  Index  to  a  low  863.4  while  the 
Crime  Index  for  Wisconsin  of  1614.4  is  nearly  twice  as  high. 
An  index  that  falsely  indicates  that  there  is  a  much  higher 
rate  of  "serious  crime"  in  Wisconsin  than  in  Mississippi  is 
not  very  accurate.     Or  consider  another  example.     Should  a 
state  have  a  100%  increase  in  murders  this  could  be  counter- 
balanced by  a  1%  drop  in  burglaries  and  the  overall  "Crime 
Index"  would  then  show  a  decrease  in  the  amount  of  serious 
crime . 

Because  the  F.B.I.   "Crime  Index"  does  not  give  a  true 
picture  of  the  amount  of  serious  crime  we  omit  the  overall 
"Index"  figures  from  our  table  and  do  not  use  them  in  our 
comparisons.     However  the  Uniform  Crime  Reports  do  show  ad- 
ditional sub-total  figures,  on  the  one  hand  aggregating  the 
rates  for  the  four  violent  crimes  against  the  persons  while 
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on  the  other  hand  separately  aggregating  the  rates  for  the  three 
property  crimes.     This  breakdown  into  two  separate  sub-groups 
avoids  adding  a  rate  for  a  violent  crime  like  murder,  which 
usually  occurs  less  than  eight  times  per  hundred  thousand, 
together  with  a  rate  for  property  crime  like  burglary,  which  may 
occur  over  a  thousand  times  per  hundred  thousand  people.  In 
other  words  having  two  separate  sub-totals  permits  grouping  to- 
gether similar  offenses  which  have  less  markedly  disparate  rates. 
However,   even  within  these  more  similar  groups  there  are  still 
variations  of  frequency.     For  example,  within  the  Violent  Crime 
sub-group,  robbery  occurs  twenty  times  as  often  as  murder.  How- 
ever because  the  distortions  of  the  overall  "Crime  Index"  are 
considerably  minimized  the  sub-totals  of  Violent  Crimes  and 
Property  Crimes  are  utilized  in  this  paper. 

To  obtain  a  better  comparison  of  Massachusetts  with  all 
other  states  we  rank  ordered  all  state  rates  for  each  crime. 
The  state  with  the  lowest  rate  was  placed  number  one  at  the  top 
of  the  list  for  that  crime,  the  next  lowest  was  located  number 
two  and  so  on.     This  of  course  resulted  in  the  state  with  the 
highest  rate  for  a  crime  being  ranked  fiftieth  at  the  bottom 
of  the  column  for  that  crime.     Table  I  appended  to  this  paper 
shows  the  resulting  rank  order  of  each  state  for  each  offense, 
as  well  as  the  rank  of  each  state  with  regard  to  the  total  for 
all  Violent  Crimes  as  well  as  the  total  for  all  Property  Crimes. 
The  rank  order  of  nine  regions  of  the  United  States    (see  Footnote 
1)  are  also  shown. 


Footnote  1 


Region 

1.  New  England 

2.  Middle  Atlantic 

3.  East  North 

Central 

4.  West  North 

Central 

5.  South  Atlantic 

6.  East  South 

Central 

7 .  West  South 

Central 

8 .  Mountain 

9.  Pacific 


States  Included 

Conn,  Maine,  Mass.,  N.H.,   R.I.,  Vermont 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania 

111.,   Ind.,  Mich.,  Ohio,  Wise. 

Iowa,  Kans.,  Minn.,  Mo.,  Neb.,  No.  &  So.  Dakota 
Del.,   Fla.,   Ga.,   Md.,  N.   &  S.  Car.,   Va.,  W.  Va. 

Alabama,  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  Tennessee 

Arkansas,   Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  Texas 

Ariz.,   Colo.,    Idaho,  Mont.,   Nev.,   N.  Mex. ,  Utah 

Wyo. 

Alaska,   Calif.,   Hawaii,  Oregon,  Washington 
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To  supplement  Table  I  which  shows  the  crime  rates  and  rank 
order  of  all  states  and  regions  for  the  one  year  of  1970  we 
prepared  an  additional  table  based  on  information  taken  from 
reports  of  previous  years.     This  new  Table  II  shows  the  crime 
rates  over  a  five  year  period  for  the  United  States,   for  New 
England  and  for  Massachusetts  -  but  not  for  every  state  or 
other  regions.     This  table  indicates  that  crime  rates  have  in- 
creased every  year  and  also  shows  the  rank  order  changes,   if  any, 
from  year  to  year. 

Inspection  of  the  regional  rankings  in  Table  I  shows  that 
in  regard  to  the  total  of  the  four  violent  crimes  against  per- 
sons New  England  has  the  lowest  rate  and  consequently  is  ranked 
number  1  above  the  eight  other  areas  of  the  country.  Looking 
specifically  at  each  individual  offense  we  find  that  New  England 
has  the  number  1  rating  for  the  crimes  of  murder,  rape  and  ag- 
gravated assault  and  the  number  2  rating  for  robbery. 

However,  with  regard  to  crimes  against  property  New  England's 
rate  for  the  aggregate  total  of  these  three  crimes  drops  to  6th. 
As  to  each  individual  offense  New  England  ranks  5th  in  burglary, 
3rd  in  larceny  and  9th,  or  last,   for  auto  theft.      (It  is  the  bad 
ratings  of  Massachusetts  and  Rhode  Island  that  drop  the  New 
England  region  into  the  bottom  rank  for  auto  theft.) 

Comparison  of  the  state  of  Massachusetts  with  all  other 
states  in  regard  to  violent  crimes  shows  that  it  has  a  somewhat 
better  rank   (20th)  than  the  median  for  all  states  when  the  rates 
of  all  four  of  the  violent  crimes  are  aggregated.     As  to  each 
individual  crime  Massachusetts  ranks  13th  in  murder,   18th  for 
forcible  rape,   32nd  for  robbery  and  16th  for  aggravated  assault. 

In  regard  to  crimes  against  property  our  state  does  not  com- 
pare as  well.     It  ranks  poorer   (41st)  than  the  median  for  the  ag- 
gregate of  the  three  property  crimes  as  well  as  worse  than  the 
median  for  each  individual  property  offense  as  follows:  burglary 
(37th)   larceny   (27th)  and  auto  theft  (50th). 

The  median  for  fifty  states  would  of  course  be  located  be- 
tween the  25th  and  26th  ranks.     A  national  average,  being  a  dif- 
ferent measure  than  the  median,  provides  another  standard.  When 
we  compare  our  state  crime  rates  with  the  national  averages  for 
each  crime  the  result  shows  Massachusetts  in  a  slightly  better 
light.     Although  Massachusetts  has  a  poorer  rate  than  the  medians 
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for  four   (robbery,  burglary,   larceny  and  auto  theft)  of  the  seven 
crimes,  when  we  compare  with  national  averages  there  are  only  two 
offenses    (burglary  and  auto  theft)   for  which  the  Massachusetts 
rate  is  worse.     In  other  words,  Massachusetts  has  a  lower  crime 
rate  than  the  national  average  for  three  of  the  four  violent 
crimes  but  has  a  lower  rate  than  average  for  only  one  (larceny) 
of  the  three  property  crimes. 

Turning  to  Table  II  which  shows  trends  over  a  five  year 
period  we  see  that,   in  regard  to  violent  offenses,   New  England 
has  consistently  been  the  best  region.     However,  with  regard  to 
crimes  against  property  we  find  that  New  England  regularly  has 
poorer  ratings.     Year  after  year  the  more  urban  states  of  Con- 
necticut,  Rhode  Island  and  Massachusetts  drag  New  England  down 
in  the  property  crime  rate  rankings  while  the  more  rural  states 
of  Maine,  New  Hampshire  and  Vermont  are  usually  among  the  top 
ten  most  crime  free  states  in  the  country  for  property  crimes 
as  well  as  for  violent  crimes  against  persons.' 

Looking  at  the  section  in  Table  II  which  shows  the  Mass- 
achusetts figures  we  see  that  for  crimes  against  the  person 
Massachusetts  is  usually  ranked  well  above  the  median  except 
for  robbery.     However,   for  crimes  against  property  it  is  con- 
sistently ranked  below  the  median.     The  Massachusetts  rankings 
for  the  offenses  of  murder,  robbery,   aggravated  assault  and 
auto  theft  have  hovered  near  the  same  rank  each  year.  However, 
in  regard  to  the  offenses  of  rape,  burglary  and  larceny  we  see 
that  Massachusetts  has  dropped  several  places  since  1966.  Al- 
though we  noted  that  the  Massachusetts  ranking  for  auto  theft  has 
remained  unchanged  it  should  be  emphasized  that  as  our  rank  is 
consistently  50th  it  would  be  impossible  to  drop  to  any  lower 
rank.     Whatever  officials  in  Massachusetts  have  been  doing,  if 
anything,  to  reduce  the  incidence  of  reported  auto  theft  cer- 
tainly has  not  been  very  successful  up  through  1970J 
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PLACE  OF  MASSACHUSETTS  IN 
NATIONAL  CRIME  RATE  STATISTICS  FOR  1971 


Based  on  the  recently  issued  Federal  Uniform  Crime  Reports,  the  Boston 

Globe  on  August  28,  1972  ran  this  headline:  "N.  E.  crime  up  14%,  tops  in 

U.  S."    The  lead  sentence  began  with  the  phase,  "Serious  crime  in  New  England 

increased  by  14  per  cent  in  1971,  nearly  twice  the  national  rate  of  increase 
ii 

mm  m  m 

There  are  two  significant  faults  with  these  statements.    First,  the 
Federal  Crime  Index  does  not  give  a  true  picture  of  the  amount  of  serious 
crime  anywhere.    What  it  does  do  is  combine  large  numbers  of  less  serious 
crimes  (like  stealing  from  autos)  with  small  numbers  of  really  serious  crimes 
(like  murder  and  rape)  and  by  using  the  mixture  computes  an  index  of  alleged 
"serious"  crime.    Nationwide  in  1971  there  were  over  four  million  more 
property  crimes  than  violent  crimes  against  persons  among  the  seven  "Index" 
crimes  utilized  by  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation.     In  the  Index,  each 
property  crime  counts  just  as  much  as  each  crime  against  the  person.  Con- 
sequently, the  F.B.I.  Crime  Index  is  improperly  inflated  with  extremely 
large  numbers  of  less  serious  crimes. 

Secondly,  without  also  reporting  that  New  England  has  the  lowest  rates 
in  the  country  for  murder,  rape  and  aggravated  assault,  the  newspaper  head- 
line creates  a  false  impression.    A  naive  reader  might  mistakenly  conclude 
that  there  was  more  serious  crime  in  New  England  than  anywhere  else.  This 
is  not  true. 

If  one  is  primarily  concerned  with  sensationalism  and  shock  tactics, 
then  focusing  on  the  rate  of  increase  makes  for  a  spicier  article.  However, 
it  would  have  provided  a  more  accurate,  balanced  picture  if  the  news  item 
had  also  called  attention  to  the  fact  that,  despite  increases,  New  England 
continues  to  be  the  region  with  the  lowest  rates  in  the  country  for  really 
serious  crimes. 

With  regard  to  the  less  serious  crimes  against  property,  New  England 
does  not  compare  as  well.    And,  as  will  be  subsequently  noted,  the  Common- 
wealth of  Massachusetts  is  the  state  which  is  the  most  responsible  for 
clouding  parts  of  the  New  England  crime  picture.    However,  although 
Massachusetts  compares  poorly  with  the  other  New  England  states  -  especially 
the  rural  states  of  Vermont,  Maine  and  New  Hampshire  -  comparison  with  the 
rest  of  the  country  has  more  favorable  results.    In  fact,  Massachusetts 
crime  rates  are  better  than  the  national  rate  for  every  one  of  the  seven 
selected  crimes  except  auto  theft. 

The  remainder  of  this  paper  provides  a  brief  explanation  of  Federal 
processing  of  crime  figures  and  goes  on  to  show  In  some  detail  how 
Massachusetts  and  New  England  compare  with  other  states  and  regions. 

The  Uniform  Crime  Reports  -  1971,  issued  August  29,  1972  by  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation,  lists  the  rates  per  100,000  inhabitants  of  every 
state  and  region  for  the  following  selected  crimes:  murder  (including  non- 
negligent  manslaughter)  forcible  rape,  robbery,  aggravated  assault,  burglary, 
larceny  (of  over  $50)  and  auto  theft  (including  both  unauthorized  use  and 
stealing  for  resale). 
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For  many  years  it  has  been  the  F.B.I,  practice  to  add  together  the  rates 
of  all  of  these  seven  crimes  to  establish  a  Crime  Index  for  each  area.  This 
index  is  alleged  to  show  the  amount  of  serious  crime  for  the  area  concerned. 
According  to  the  F.B.I,  the  seven  crimes  selected  " —  are  all  serious  crimes 
either  by  their  very  nature  or  due  to  the  volume  in  which  they  occur."* 

We  disagree  with  the  notion  that  because  an  offense  occurs  in  high  volume 
it  should  be  considered  a  serious  crime.    If  this  were  really  true,  then  a 
traffic  law  violation  could  also  be  equated  with  any  violent  crime  against  the 
person. 

In  fact  it  is  precisely  because  the  crimes  of  burglary,  larceny  and  auto 
theft  are  not  as  serious  as  murder,  rape,  robbery  and  aggravated  assault,  and 
yet  are  lumped  together  in  the  same  basket,  that  the  F.B.I.  Crime  Index  is  an 
unsatisfactory  measure  of  serious  crime.    It  just  does  not  make  sense  to 
equate  a  comparatively  minor  crime  like  stealing  a  topcoat  from  a  car  with  a 
serious  crime  like  murder. 


As  noted  in  our  introduction,  a  major  fault  of  the  Crime  Index  is  that 
the  less  serious  property  crimes  occur  much  more  often  than  the  violent  crimes 
against  persons.    Because  a  one  to  one  equation  of  murder  with  larceny  is  not 
logical,  it  is  obvious  that  overbalancing  each  murder  with  eight  to  ten 
larcenies  is  even  more  illogical.    Such  an  imbalance  results  in  states  with 
low  rates  of  violent  crime  but  high  rates  of  property  crime  being  given  much 
higher  indices  for  serious  crime  than  they  deserve. 

Because  of  these  flaws  in  the  F.B.I.  Crime  Index,  we  do  not  use  it. 
However,  since  1967  the  F.B.I,  has  listed  two  sub-totals.    One  is  the  sum  of 
the  rates  for  the  four  crimes  against  persons  and  the  other,  the  sum  of  the 
rates  for  the  three  property  crimes.    Although  there  are  still  marked  variations 
in  the  frequency  of  offenses  within  these  two  categories,  these  variations  are 
not  so  extreme.    Consequently,  we  do  use  these  two  sub- totals  in  our  tables. 

To  obtain  a  comparison  of  Massachusetts  with  all  other  states  we  rank 
ordered  all  state  rates  for  each  crime.    The  state  with  the  lowest  rate  was 
placed  number  one  at  the  top  of  the  list  for  that  crime,  the  next  lowest  was 
located  number  two  and  so  on.    This  of  course  results  in  the  state  with  the 
highest  rate  for  a  crime  being  ranked  fiftieth  at  the  bottom  of  the  column 
for  that  crime.    Table  1.  shows  the  resulting  rank  order  of  each  state  for  each 
offense,  as  well  as  the  rank  of  each  state  with  regard  to  the  total  for  all 
Crimes  against  Persons  as  well  as  the  total  for  all  Property  Crimes.  The 
rank  order  of  nine  regions  of  the  United  States  (see  Footnote  1)  are  also  shown. 
♦Uniform  Crime  Reports 
Footnote  1 
Region 

1.  New  England 

2.  Middle  Atlantic 

3.  East  North  Central 

4.  West  North  Central 

5.  South  Atlantic 

6.  East  South  Central 

7.  West  South  Central 

8.  Mountain 

9.  Pacific 


-  1971.    Page  5 
States  Included 

Conn.,  Maine,  Mass.,  N.  H.,  R.  I.,  Vermont 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania 
111.,  Ind.,  Mich.,  Ohio,  Wisconsin 
Iowa,  Kans.,  Minn.,  Mo.,  Neb.,  No.  &  So.  Dakota 
Del.,  Fla.,  Ga.,  Md.,  N.  &  S.  Car.,  Va.,  W.  Va. 
Alabama,  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  Tennessee 
Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  Texas 
Ariz.,  Colo.,  Idaho,  Mont.,  Nev. ,  N.  Mex.,  Utah,  Wyo. 
Alaska,  Calif.,  Hawaii,  Oregon,  Washington 
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To  supplement  Table  1  which  shows  rates  and  rank  orders  for  only  the  one 
year  of  1971,  we  prepared  additional  tables  to  show  the  changes  in  rates  and 
rank  orders  year  by  year. 

Table  11,  shows  the  changes  in  the  national  rates  of  the  United  States 
for  each  crime  from  1966  through  1971. 

Table  111  shows  the  changes  in  both  rates  and  rank  order  for  New  England 
compared  with  the  other  eight  regions  over  the  same  period. 

Table  IV  provides  a  similar  listing  of  the  varied  ranks  and  rates  for 
Massachusetts  over  this  same  six  year  period. 

Inspection  of  the  regional  rankings  of  crimes  against  the  person  in 
Table  I  support  the  statements  made  In  the  introduction  that  New  England  has 
the  lowest  rates  for  the  specific  crimes  of  murder,  rape  and  aggravated  assault. 
New  England  Is  the  fourth  best  of  the  nine  regions  in  regard  to  robbery. 
However,  the  ranking  of  the  aggregate  rate  of  all  crimes  against  persons  shows 
that  New  England  has  the  lowest  overall  rate  for  these  violent  crimes. 

However,  with  regard  to  crimes  against  property  New  England's  rank  for 
the  aggregate  of  these  three  offenses  drops  to  7th.    As  to  each  individual 
property  offense  New  England  ranks  6th  in  burglary,  4th  in  Larceny  and  9th,  or 
last,  in  auto  theft. 

Turning  to  the  rankings  of  the  states  in  regard  to  the  aggregate  of  crimes 
against  persons  we  find  that  Massachusetts  is  just  about  at  the  median,  ranking 
25th.    As  to  each  individual  crime  Massachusetts  ranks  16th  in  murder,  13th  in 
rape,  39th  in  robbery  and  18th  in  aggravated  assault. 

In  regard  to  the  aggregate  of  all  three  crimes  against  property, 
Massachusetts  has  a  bad  rank  of  43rd.    For  the  Individual  property  crimes 
Massachusetts  ranks  38th  in  burglary,  31st  in  larceny  and  50th  In  auto  theft. 

Note  that  out  of  seven  individual  crime  rankings  of  Massachusetts,  four 
were  below  the  national  median.    However,  when  a  comparison  is  made  on  the 
basis  of  the  national  average  rates  Massachusetts  has  a  rate  above  the  national 
average  for  six  crimes  and  is  below  average  for  only  the  one  crime  of  auto 
theft . 

Looking  at  Table  11  showing  the  changes  in  national  rates  for  the  past 
six  years,  we  see  that  without  exception  the  rate  for  each  crime  has  increased 
every  year. 

Viewing  Table  111  showing  the  six  year  figures  for  New  England,  we  see 
that  New  England  has  consistently  been  the  best  area  in  regard  to  the  aggregate 
of  crimes  against  persons,  as  well  as  the  best  during  the  entire  period  for 
the  individual  crimes  of  murder,  rape  and  aggravated  assault.    New  England 
does  not  rank  as  well  in  robbery  (2nd  to  4th  place)  but  nevertheless,  its 
robbery  rate  has  always  been  about  half  as  large  as  the  national  rate.  However, 
in  regard  to  crimes  against  property,  New  England  falls  back  into  the  pack  - 
especially  as  regards  auto  theft  where  it  has  ranked  9th  (last)  for  the  past 
five  year 8. 


man 
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Table  IV  shows  that  Massachusetts,  except  for  robbery,  usually  ranks 
better  than  the  median  of  all  states  in  regard  to  crimes  against  persons  and 
for  the  six  year  period  has  always  had  a  lower  rate,  including  robbery,  than 
the  national  average  for  all  of  these  offenses.    In  regard  to  property  crimes 
Massachusetts  compares  poorly  and  the  trend  is  bad.    It  has  dropped  from  41st 
in  1968  to  the  43rd  rank  in  the  column  showing  the  aggregate  rate  totalling 
all  three  of  these  crimes.    In  regard  to  the  individual  crime  of  burglary,  it 
has  dropped  from  32nd  in  1966  to  38th  in  1971.    In  larceny  over  the  same 
period  it  has  dropped  from  24th  to  31st.    As  regards  auto  theft,  it  could  not 
drop  any  lower  as  it  has  always  had  the  worst  rate  for  this  offense  of  all 
fifty  states.    It  is  little  comfort  to  keep  in  mind  that  Massachusetts  still 
has  a  better  than  average  rate  for  all  crimes  except  auto  theft.    If  the 
trend  of  the  last  few  years  continues,  Massachusetts  may  soon  compare  as 
poorly  in  regard  to  national  average  crime  rates  as  it  now  compares  in  regard 
to  rank  order  in  property  crimes. 


Nelson  N.  Cochrane 
October  1972 


TABLE  I 

STATES  «-f  REGIONS  RANK  ORDERED  h  CRIME  RATES 

1171   Rates  per  100 ,000  In  habitants 


SELECTED    CRIMES     vs    P  E  R  S  O  N  S     and      PROPS.  R  T  Y 


fia.K 
Order 


CRIMES  vs 
PERSONS 


Murder  and 
non  negl.  mans/. 


Forcible 
Rap*. 


Robbery 


flqaravated 
ftasault 


CRIMES  vs 
PROPERTY 


Bur^/aty 


Larceriy 

1*50  and  over) 


flu  to 
Theft 


Area  Rata 


Urea.  Rata 


Rrea  Rata 


Area  Rata 


Rrea  Rate 


Rrea  Rata. 


/If  to.  Rate 


Rrea  Rati 


Urea.  Rata 


us,  312.7 


US 


r.s 


us. 


203 


us. 


1171 


us 


mi 


u  s  zsit.o 


U.S.  lift* 


U.S. 


90?.  £ 


U.S.  +s&,s 


NewEny 

U/hOmt 

ESoCent 

Momfeln 

WSeCent 

E  hi  Cent 

Se.fl/M 
Pacific 

Mid  MM. 


Z01  + 
2/3.9 
Z'bt 
391.3 
3S0$\Ea 
37?.  7 
+511 
+51.1 

sua 


New  £ny 

HhU.M. 

Moon/atn 

Pacific 
W 

Mid  mi. 

V.U.UL 

Sa.  Htl 
E.SeCnt 


m  a/m 

WACent. 
:  «..M 

[.HoCcnt 

71  Se.Rtlant 
110  VScCut 
IZ-6  MoonUtn 
131  Pacific 


11.0 


ES.C*.t 


I5.H  WHoCaht. 
15.1  Hoontam 
163  NewEny 
11.8  VSe.Cent 
II. 3  So.fttM 

222  Pacific 

15.1  lHo.Ca.1 
32.2 /V  fttlut 


ill  Ha, 

tt.l 

1ST 


k/k.Cant. 

n.s  MmMivl 

Mountain 

0.5  C.S..Cot 
UUCut 

lOb.bPa 


acific 
3*1.1  So.ltlant 


173 

tots 
mi 

165.3 
173.5 
IH.I 
2018 
2(3.6 


[So  Cant 

WHo.Cenl 

W.SoCen] 
1/kCant 
RIM 
Mid  Rlienl 

Meonta,. 


2*6.g  Pacific 


15350 
IMS'! 
1122b 
2321.7 
23+13 
2603.2 
265?  i 
Z8 33 3 
38311 


lioCent. 

W.N,  Cent 

ENo  Cant 
W.So.Cent 
ba.mlaat 

New  toy. 
MidRtknt 
lomitain 
Pacify 


7131  EUCani. 

(3b  iU  Ho  Cnt 
16353  Hi.  Cent 
I036S  NewEny 
1 109  9  [No  Cant 

iizroriiiniknt. 

1/611  Sc.  tit/ant 
IZ0V.6  Mountain 
1 19+1  Pacific 


S3  71  LSi 
735.0 
7*9* 
1/33 
11*5.0 


Cat 
V.U,  C"t 
SoMant 

WU-M. 


170.9  IticCui 
?07.iMidlW:t 
110*.  t  Pacific 
1*13  *  Hewlny 


253.7 
31*.  I 
332* 
3313 
+203 
1*13 
5&Z-1 
63/8- 
7/6  1 


1 

No  Da* 

2 

J 

HHojaf 

t 

Maine 

J 

Wise 

6 

Sa.Dak 

7 

Iowa. 

S 

Idaho 

1 

W.Va, 

10 

Mont. 

II 

Utah 

ll 

Minn 

li 

Neb 

1* 

WfO 

IS 

Conn 

It 

Kans. 

/7 

RI. 

It 

Hawaii 

11 

«* 

20 

Wash. 

21 

Lnd 

22 

Rrk. 

23 

Ok  la. 

2* 

IS 

MUSS 

26 

Mas 

27 

Vol. 

2? 

Oi-e. 

2? 

Ohio 

30 

Sa.Car. 

31 

fl/(L 

32 

7CV1M. 

33 

G-a*. 

3* 

Ulaika 

3S 

N.fcr. 

% 

Hel. 

37 

Net. 

it 

Tex. 

31 

JV.  tie* 

to 

Colo 

n 

N.Cat. 

Mo. 

Hi 

flvir. 

i* 

La- 

W 

Ill. 

w 

Cat. 

W 

Flo- 

*« 

Minn 

t? 

Md. 

JT> 

Nfork 

3?i 
72.7 
76./ 
S-3.7 


foment 

So  DaK 

No  Dak. 
Eowa. 


n*  Maine 


16.1 

tin 

IZS.3 

ni.i 

1311 
IS 3.7 

WW 

l5S.g 
1563 
1133 

Zlt.5 
2ZI.8 
Z3I1 
135.1 
2363 

Z3W 
2*0.7 
250.5 
Z51.1 
266.0 


N.  Hair 
Minn 

Met. 
Utah 
Wise. 

RI. 

Conn. 

Ore. 
IdaU 
Wash. 

MUSS 
Mont 
Kans. 
Wyo, 
Hawaii 

lnd. 

N.Zat. 
Tenn. 
Del 
W.Va 


276.3  Ok  I, 


280.7 
2«.fe 


Colo 
Brit. 


192.*  Ohio 


3103 

JIM 


Cal. 

V*.. 


313.8  Mo. 
3+0.1  III. 


3553 
3CZZ 

3611 
372.2 
3723 
3733 
373.6 

379.6 
39C.S 
100.6 
113.1 
167.9 

Sit. 6 
Silt 
511.6 
6Z./.V 
77*7 


Rrk 

Mich 

Ky- 

//Car. 

La.. 

Md 

rVev. 
N  Max 
Tex. 
7en« 
Flo. 

Rlnka 

Mies. 
Bio. 
6- a-. 
So.  Car 


HoPa* 
W.Va. 
R.I. 
Maine 

Wist. 


2.2  H  Ham} 


Com 

SoDak 

Idaho 

[/ermouf 

Minn. 


3.2  Must 


33 


Pen 


3.1  M/jj 

3.f  Wye 
1.¥ 

S.I 
S3 
S3 

S3 
St 
6.1 
il 
6.4 


Neb. 
Mont. 
NCat 
N.Jers 

Utah 
Kj. 
Ham. 
Okla. 

/Irk. 


6  5  H  York. 
6.515.  Car 
Hawaii 
Indiana 
Wash 


f.Z 
1.1 
U 
13 

10.  S 


Tann 

»«./. 
Ohio 

Rla. 
Va.. 


10  .5  C-a, 


10.1 
I  I.I 
II. I 
11.2 

II.* 
11.7 
12.0 
IZ* 
133 


13*  Mn 
113  Rr 

ISA 

tb.O  Cc 


III 

Ore 

La, 
Tex. 

Flo, 

Md 

Vlfax 

Mo 

Nev 


Vich 
Hrii 
Co./ 

olo . 
/6  6|/)/<iia 


NaDak 

Vermont 
Maine 


7*  N.Ham,. 
Sa.  Dak 


Wye 

Idaho 
Mont 
Iowa. 

I0.S\  Wise. 


II* 
III 
IZ* 
13.2 
13.7 

13.8 
l+.O 
It.l 


W.Va, 
Mi  ss 
Neb. 
Rrk 
HoW 

Rla.. 
OkU. 
Utah 


/*.*  So  Car 
If.S  Kans 

1*6  Rla,ka 
l*.1 
15.1  Minn 


R.I. 


16  6 

m 
ni 

/7  3«,«,„ 


Wash. 


17.5 


17.5  A/Me* 


17.7 

III 
113 
If.* 
11.0 


Va.. 

6a-. 
Ore.. 
Rns. 
To-x 


11.2  Inct. 


213 


Colo. 


2/6/.  a. 


222 
23.7 
23.8 

21.3 
1*1 
2S.* 
262 


Penn 

Del. 

Ohio 
Nev 
Mo. 

Tie,. 


26.7 
27? 
36./ 

Hfl  Mi' 


Cel. 
III. 
Md 
1/cA. 
13.s\NYork 


7.5 
1.8 
».* 
16.1 

in 


HoPak 

VJisc. 
N  Haip. 
yarmonl 

XoWa. 


ZO  O  Maine 


223 
2*7 
30.* 


Minn 
Jo  Dak 
Utah 


31.5  W.Va- 
35.*  Conn. 


3S.1 
36.0 
18.7 
S2  0 


Idaho 
Mont 
lnd 
Penn 


57.6  Neb. 
51*  Ohio 
60  S  Ci&Si 
6Z  *  Hawaii 

65.7  U/yo 

Wash 
70.*  N  Jars 
770 

77*  R.I. 


67./ 


8*3 

tb.S 
13.0 
933 
100.1 
1023 

10*2 


l/o.. 
Ore. 
N*< 
Rrk. 
Okla 

Mo 


110*111 


113.3 
122.0 
I2t.t 


Colo. 
Tenn. 
(3a- 


131.1  Del. 


I3S.I 


Mich. 


I3t3  Miss 


IIO.I 

irt-i 

1633 

ni.z 


Sa.Car 
Tex 

Rla. 
MYbrk 


1793  Rloska. 
190.6  N  Mex 


266N.Jers  220.6 


23SJ 
258.1 


Cal. 


La. 
Rni. 


3ZS*  Md 


330.1 


No  Cat 


527.8  Fl 


25J 
*6A 
*1.S 
SO.* 
S6.8 

&0C 
bZI 
66? 
7S.g 
85.1 

87.* 
813 
100 


Miss  8590 

W.Va..  8773 

Nobek  168.0 

So  Oak  1063.1 

Maine  12633 

ftrk  1331.1 

Vtnw.l  /3S7.3 

N.Hamf.  1330 

low*  13771 

Neb.  1*37* 


No  Dak 

W.Va 
Miss 
So  Dak 
Zowa. 

Neb- 
Wyo 
Wise 
Rrk 
Mont 


W-jO. 

NoCar 
Pann. 
?2.2lfl/a,. 
101*  Mont 


I5*8f 
ISS13 
1566  6 
ISfl.l 
1631 


Maine 

H.Htmf. 
Ky. 
Vermont 
t\Penn 


103.2 
108.7 
109.6 
1 16.1 


Wise 
Ky. 
Tenn. 
So  Car 


16633 
1700.9 
17*6.5 
1761.7 


Idalio 

NoCar. 

Rla,. 

Va,. 


1/7  *  Va,       18**3  III 


111.6 
121.1 


Okla 
III- 


18*13  Rlask, 


127  8  Idaho 
llt.2  Kans 
131.9  Cto. 

130,*  Znd 


18711 
Ittf3 
1809.9 


Minn. 
Okla 
Kans 


20*0.1  lnd 


La. 
Minn 

Ohio 
Tex. 


157.7 
162.1 
I6+.5 
l&g.O 

171.7 
187.1 

I  93.  t  Conn 
lit  f  RlaUi 

111.2 


20610 

2I0Z-S 
2I36  8 
21*13 
232S3 


Mo.  235"26 
UUh  23753 
2t57> 
25-2*6 
N.Jan.  1715.5 


20 0.7 
207.3 
2/2.0 
ill-.S 
21  +  5 


Md.  2761.2 

Wash.  28883 

Ore  28113 

R.I.  305*1 

HI.Hn.  30976 


fltlJL 

223  »|  tel. 


3101.1 
31525 
3|£lfl2£  32212 
23J3  UYork.  32183 
Hawaii    333f.  * 


2(9.7 
223 
23/ 
Z35 
2383 


Tenn- 

Leu. 

Utah 
SaCar 
Ohio 

Conn. 
RI. 
Md 
Mo. 

Tex. 
N.Jers 
M.HSS 
Ore 
N  Mex . 

Del 
Wash. 

NYork 

Rrii. 
Hawou 


213.1 
2503 
2513 
302.1 
3113 


Mich.  3131-0 

Colo  3*313 

Ne*.  3*70.1 

Flo,.  3111 

Cal.  *l*23 


Colo 
Nev. 

Flo.. 

+  Mich 
Co-/. 


3313  Miss 
3173  W.  Va-. 


21*3  So  Dak 


37«i 


*o.Z>ak 


1¥*3 


Maine 


1533  Penn. 
S3 1. 6  Vermont 

S5/3N.Hamp 
Sti  c  So  Dak 
6l9.*/1o.Vak 
6503  Tenn- 
65*9  Rrk 


161.1  Miss 
*683  W.Va, 


*72i 
+91 -c 


Rrk 
Vernost 


6613  Neb 
7/93 
726  0 


SoCat 


SZb.lMame 
S1t.*\fk.Car 
S*I3 
5bt*\l4aho 

S8TI6  Wye 
63l.3N.Homp. 
6*33SoCar 
6*33  Rla, 


1353  No  Car  iSSdMant 


7+1. till 


751-3 
7783 


Mo. 
Okla. 


riO.S  G-a. 


1367 

1*1.6 
1113 
1133 
Sit* 

900.1 


Iowa, 

Va, 

Ohio 

Mont. 

Kans 

Wyo. 


901.*  Tex 


1113 
111. 
1/5.9 
1326 

10503 
1 0t*3 


lnd- 
La.. 
Wist. 
Conn 

MRSS 
Minn 


660.*  Wise 
613 3  Kans 
687'  Neb. 
bi-13  Okie, 

693.0  Va. 

731.1  &-o, 
751*  Tenn 
73*3  Uta.h 
777  t  Ky 
780.9  Minn 

Wash. 
7»S*0re 


ltg.9 
7133 
g3b.l 

1966 


Penn 
Tex 

lnd- 

Tie, 


9l20La, 


/0?7A//.Jirs  920.0 


NMex 


IIZ2.S 
1 1673 

/ 173.0 
I2-IS3 
1339.  t 
13*03 
13520 

1 3103 
13923 
1+31.* 
1*35.9 
1137.1 

115 '0.0 
1505.9 


XX 

Idaho 
Nfork 

Mot 
Utah 
Wash- 

ftiatke 
Vel 

Ore 

Rriz 
Mich 
N.Mex 

/iWl 

Nev 


178.0  Mi 


171.9 

1 1 113 
11193 


III 

Conn 
Ohio 


1 1321  Mich. 
IIS/3  Mo. 
Il53.*h%sk* 

im.lMd.. 
litis  Colo 
1212,'-  How 
l2*b*N.Je 
12910 


'.iters 
Del. 


133*0 


l35»6HYorh 


l6  7g*Fla, 


16167 


Colo 


11398  Cal 


1*203 
1*1*3. 
I +11. 1 


Cal. 
R.I 
Mftsi. 


t33 
163 
913 
UO.t 
1123 

1 39.1 
1*13 
1+13 
153.3 
1663 

in.i 

11*0 
2)03 
221.2 
222  0 

2*0  6 
2*3.1 
2S1.6 
2713 
21*2 

3013 
3033 
3213 
3323 
3*3.1 

3**3 
3b  l.o 
362  7 
3b1.o 
313  6 

3127 
101.7 
1*63 
1503 
+  753 

11*3 
¥96* 
1173 
S02Z 
5227 

S2bi 
S613 
567.3 
SIO.i 
51*3 

(.06  3 
615* 
7/33 
9773 
9S+.1 
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TABLE  I  CRIME  ROTES  °f  the  UNITED  STATES         19 66  "»o»*  mi 


ARE/1 
YEAR 

TOTRL  CKi/iCS 

v»  pernors 

M  URDE  R 

RAPE 

ROBBERY 

TOTRL  CRIMES 
ys  PROPERTY 

BURGLARY 

LARCENY 

AUTO  THEFT 

Rata 

Rata. 

Kate. 

Rate. 

Raft. 

Rate 

Rat* 

Hate. 

Rate. 

UNireosrrfres 

i?6c 

Z15.Z 

12.9 

79.3 

iffo.f 

¥56.  r 

Z8H-.  + 

U.S.  114,7 

Zf?.i 

6J 

13.7 

102.1 

IZS.o 

1671.  7 

rn.s 

521. 2 

33l.o 

US  J968 

in* 

6.8 

/S.S 

131.0 

If  J. 3 

llfO.z 

115.1 

636.0 

399.1 

U.S.  7969 

32  fA 

7.2 

18.1 

1+7* 

IS 1.8 

165.6 

7f?.3 

9-3 1.9 

US.  19  70 

340.o 

7.8 

18.3 

I7I.S 

IGZ.f 

izno.s 

106  7.7 

859.* 

¥53.* 

U.S.  197/ 

3?2-7 

i.s 

20.3 

197.1 

176.8 

151  f.o 
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PLACE  OF  MASSACHUSETTS   IN  NATIONAL 
CRIME  RATE  STATISTICS  FOR  1972 


Massachusetts  .continues  to  have  a  rate  lower  than  that  of 
the  United  States  as  a  whole  for  five  of  the  seven  offenses  which 
make  up  the  Crime  Index  of  the  Uniform  Crime  Reports  published  by 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation.     For  the  crime  of  burglary 
Massachusetts  is  higher  than  the  national  rate.     For  the  crime  of 
auto  theft  Massachusetts  continues  to  have  the  worst  rate  in  the 
country. 

If,   instead  of  comparing  Massachusetts  with  national  rates, 
we  compare  it  with  the  rates  for  each  of  the  other  forty-nine 
states,  we  find  that  Massachusetts  ranks  better  than  the  median 
rate  for  three  of  the  four  violent  crimes  against  persons  but 
worse  than  the  median  rate  for  all  three  of  the  crimes  against 
property. 

Looking  at  the  figures  for  the  entire  New  England  area  we 
find  that  it  enjoys  lower  rates  than  all  of  the  other  nine  sec- 
tions of  the  country  for  two  of  the  four  violent  crimes  against 
persons  and  is  second  or  third  best  for  the  other  two  offenses 
against  persons.     For  the  three  crimes  against  property  New 
England  ranks  better  than  the  median  for  burglary,   is  at  the 
median  for  larceny  and  ranks  ninth   (worst)   for  auto  theft. 

We  can  summarize  the  above  by  stating  that  both  Massachu- 
setts and  New  England  compare  favorably  with  the  rest  of  the 
country  in  regard  to  rates  of  murder,  rape  and  aggravated  assault 
and  less  favorably  in  regard  to  rates  of  robbery,  burglary,  lar- 
ceny and  auto  theft.     More  detailed  information  is  provided  by 
the  tables  in  the  appendices  to  this  paper  as  well  as  by  the 
text  which  comes  after  the  following  description  of  the  Uniform 
Crime  Reports. 

The  Uniform  Crime  Reports  1972,   issued  August  8,   1973  by 
the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  publishes    (as  one  of  many 
tables)  the  rates  per  hundred  thousand  inhabitants  of  every 
state  and  nine  regions  of  the  country  for  the  following  selected 
crimes:     murder    (including  non-negligent  manslaughter),  forcible 
rape,  robbery,   aggravated  assault,  burglary,   larceny   (of  over 
$50)   and  auto  theft    (including  both  unauthorized  use  and  steal- 
ing for  resale). 


It  has  been  the  Federal  practice  to  add  together  the  rates 
of  all  of  these  seven  crimes  to  establish  its   "Crime  Index". 
This  index  is  alleged  to  show  the  amount  of  "serious"  crime 
in  the  various  areas  of  the  country.     According  to  the  F.B.I, 
the  seven  selected  crimes   "...are  all  serious  crimes  either 
by  their  very  nature  or  due  to  the  volume  in  which  they  occur." 
(See  Footnote  1). 

We  disagree  with  the  notion  that  because  an  offense  oc- 
curs in  high  volume  it  should  be  considered  a  serious  crime. 
If  this  were  really  true  then  traffic  law  violations  would 
be  considered  serious  crimes.     It  seems  more  sensible  to  re- 
gard crimes  which  occur  in  high  volume  as  creating  serious 
social  problems,  but  not  that  high  volume  makes  serious  crimes 
out  of  comparatively  minor  offenses. 

In  our  previous  "Place  of  Massachusetts..."  annual  papers 
we  have  discussed  in  more  detail  why  the  Crime  Index  of  the 
F.B.I,  is  not  a  satisfactory  measure  of  serious  crime.  In 
essence  this  is  because  the  Index  is  heavily  overweighted  by 
large  numbers  of  comparatively  less  serious  offenses.  Conse- 
quently we  do  not  use  any  overall  Crime  Index  figures. 

However,   since  1967  the  F.B.I,  has  additionally  provided 
one  sub-total   (or  sub-index)  of  the  rates  of  the  four  violent 
crimes  against  persons  and  a  second  sub-total  of  the  rates  of 
the  three  property  crimes.     Although  within  these  two  sub- 
totals the  crimes  still  occur  with  varying  frequencies,  the 
variations  are  not  as  extreme  as  when  all  seven  crimes  are  com- 
bined in  one  group.     Because  of  the  reduced  range  of  frequencies 
resulting  from  the  dichotomization  we  do  use  the  two  sub-totals 
in  our  tables. 

To  obtain  a  comparison  of  Massachusetts  with  all  other 
states  we  rank  order  all  state  rates  for  each  crime.  The 
state  with  the  lowest  rate  for  the  offense  being  ranked  is 
placed  one  at  the  top  of  the  list,  the  state  with  the  next 
lowest  rate  is  placed  at  rank  number  two  and  so  on.  This 
method,  of  course,  results  in  the  state  with  the  highest  rate 
being  ranked  fiftieth  at  the  bottom  of  that  offense  list.  Table 


Footnote  1.     For  the  F.B.I,  definition  of  a  "serious"  crime 
see  page  one,   paragraph  one  of  the  1972  Uniform 
Crime  Reports. 
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1  shows  the  resulting  rank  order  for  197  2  of  each  state  for  each 
crime  and  for  each  of  the  two  sub-totals,   as  well  as  providing 
the  rank  order  of  each  of  the  nine  regions    (See  Footnote  2)  for 
each  crime  and  sub-total. 

Table  2  shows  the  trends  in  the  national  rates  for  each 
crime  from  1968  through  1972. 

Table  3  shows  the  yearly  fluctuations  in  crime  rates  of 
New  England  as  well  as  its  rankings  in  comparison  with  the 
other  eight  regions  of  the  United  States  for  the  same  five 
year  period. 

Table  4  provides  similar  listings  of  Massachusetts  crime 
rates  as  well  as  the  ranking  of  Massachusetts  for  each  crime 
for  each  year  from  1968  through  1972. 

A  closer  inspection  of  the  regional  section  of  Table  1 
shows  that  in  1972  New  England  is  the  area  with  the  best  rank- 
ing  (lowest  rate)  in  regard  to  crimes  of  murder  and  rape.  Its 
rank  of  third  among  the  nine  areas  for  the  offense  of  robbery 
and  second  in  regard  to  aggravated  assault  drops  New  England 
to  second  best  in  regard  to  total  offenses  against  persons. 


Footnote  2 


Region 

1 .  New  England 

2.  Middle  Atlantic 

3.  East  North  Central 

4.  West  North  Central 

5.  South  Atlantic 

6.  East  South  Central 

7 .  West  South  Central 

8.  Mountain 

9.  Pacific 


States  Included 

Conn.,  Maine,  Mass.,  N.H.,   R.I.,  Vermont 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania 
111.,   Ind.,  Mich.,  Ohio,  Wisconsin 
Iowa,   Kans . ,  Minn.,  Mo.,  Neb.,  No.  &  So. 
Dakota 

Del.,   Fla.,   Ga.,  Md. ,   N.   &  S.  Car.,  Va., 
W.  Va. 

Alabama,  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  Tennessee 
Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  Texas 
Ariz.,  Colo.,   Idaho,  Mont.,  Nev.,  N.  Mex., 
Utah,  Wyo. 

Alaska,   Calif.,   Hawaii,  Oregon,  Washington 


-  3  - 


Turning  to  the  property  crimes  we  find  that  New  England 
ranks  fourth  in  burglary,  fifth  in  larceny  and  ninth  (last  and 
worst)  in  auto  theft.  When  we  look  at  the  rankings  of  indivi- 
dual states  we  will  find  that  the  49th  and  50th  ranks  of  Rhode 
Island  and  Massachusetts  in  auto  theft  are  largely  responsible 
for  the  poor  ranking  of  New  England  (seventh)  in  regard  to  the 
property  crime  total. 

The  section  of  Table  1  listing  state  rankings  shows  that, 
in  regard  to  violent  crimes  against  persons,  Massachusetts  is 
thirteenth  for  murder,  twelfth  for  rape,   fortieth  for  robbery 
and  twenty-second  for  aggravated  assault.     Adding  together  the 
rates  of  each  of  these  four  crimes  results  in  Massachusetts 
being  located  in  the  twenty-fifth  rank  for  the  total  of  all 
crimes  against  persons. 

In  regard  to  property  crimes  Massachusetts  ranks  thirty- 
eighth  in  burglary,  thirty-second  in  larceny  and  fiftieth  - 
as  usual  -  in  auto  theft.     These  bad  rates  result  in  a  rank 
of  forty-third  for  the  total  of  all  of  the  combined  property 
crimes . 

Examining  Table  2,  which  shows  changes  in  national  crime 
rates,  we  find  that  in  regard  to  violent  crimes  the  rate  of 
increase  fell  off  in  1972.     For  robbery  there  was  even  a 
small  decrease  in  this  national  rate.     In  regard  to  property 
crimes  there  was  a  country  wide  decrease  in  all  three  of  these 
offenses . 

Table  3  showing  the  rates  and  rankings  of  New  England  for 
the  past  five  years  presents  a  somewhat  mixed  picture.  The 
rates  of  murder,  robbery  and  aggravated  assault  increased 
again  in  1972  but  the  rate  of  rape  decreased  slightly.  The 
increases  in  rates  of  robbery  and  aggravated  assault  were 
enough  to  drop  New  England  from  the  top  rank  to  the  second  best 
ranked  region  in  1972  as  regards  the  total  of  crimes  against 
persons . 

With  regard  to  crimes  against  property  New  England's  rates 
for  burglary  and  auto  theft  decreased  but  the  rate  of  larceny 
increased  again  in  1972.     As  a  result  New  England  remained  in 
seventh  place  as  regards  the  total  of  the  three  property  crime 
rates . 
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Table  4  shows  that  Massachusetts  continues  to  increase  its 
rates  for  d^eaz'  of  the  crimes  against  persons    (there  was  slight 
decrease  in  the  murder  rate)   -  but  these  variations  were  not 
enough  to  change  the  Massachusetts  location  at  the  twenty-fifth 
rank  for  the  total  of  the  violent  crime  rates.     Although  Mass- 
achusetts actually  decreased  its  rates  of  all  three  property 
offenses,  because  of  similar  nation  wide  decreases  Massachu- 
setts did  not  improve  its  ranking  of  forty-third  for  total 
property  crime  rates . 

In  general  it  appears  that  the  rate  of  increase  in  violent 
crimes  in  Massachusetts  is  slowing  down  and  that  the  rate  of 
property  crimes  is  actually  decreasing.     However,  because  of 
similar  trends  about  the  country  there  is  no  significant  change 
in  the  relative  position  of  Massachusetts  in  1972. 
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Massachusetts  continues  to  have  crime  rates  lower  than  the 
national  averages  for  five  of  the  seven  offenses  which  make  up  the 
Crime  Index  of  the  Uniform  Crime  Reports  published  by  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation.     Although  for  the  crime  of  robbery  it  is 
only  slightly  lower  than  the  national  average,  Massachusetts  is 
appreciably  lower  in  regard  to  the  crimes  of  murder,   rape,  aggravated 
assault  and  larceny.     The  Commonwealth  has  a  higher  crime  rate  than 
the  national  average  for  the  offense  of  burglary.     In  regard  to  the 
crime  of  auto  theft  Massachusetts  has  the  highest  rate  in  the  country  - 
far  above  the  national  average.     It  has  held  this  disgraceful  position 
for  at  least  six  years. 

If,  instead  of  comparing  Massachusetts  with  national  average 
rates,  we  compare  the  Commonwealth  with  the  specific  crime  rate  of 
each  of  the  other  forty  nine  states  we  find  that  Massachusetts  ranks 
better  than  the  median  in  regard  to  the  four  crimes  of  murder,  rape, 
aggravated  assault  and  larceny,  but  worse  than  the  median  in  regard  to 
the  three  crimes  of  robbery,  burglary  and  auto  theft.     Further  details 
are  provided  in  the  subsequent  text  and  tables. 

The  Uniform  Crime  Reports  1973  issued  September  6,   1974  by  the 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  published   (as  one  of  many  tables)  the 
rates  per  hundred  thousand  inhabitants  of  every  state  as  well  as  of 
nine  regions  of  the  country  for  the  following  selected  crimes:  murder 
(including  non-negligent  manslaughter),   forcible  rape,  robbery, 
aggravated  assault,  burglary,   larceny   (this  year  all  larcenies  are 
included  in  this  category,  not  merely  larcenies  of  fifty  dollars  and 
over  -  as  in  previous  years)   and  auto  theft   (including  both  unauthorized 
use  and  stealing  for  resale)  . 


It  has  been  the  Federal  practice  to  add  together  the  rates  of 
all  of  these  seven  crimes  for  any  area  to  establish  its  "Crime  Index". 
This  index  is  alleged  to  show  the  amount  of  "serious"  crime  within  the 
area.     According  to  the  F.B.I,   the  seven  selected  crimes  "   ..  are 
all  serious  crimes  either  by  their  very  nature  or  due  to  the  volume 
in  which  they  occur."''" 

We  have  consistently  disagreed  with  the  notion  that  because  an 
offense  occurs  in  high  volume  it  should  be  considered  a  serious  crime. 
If  this  were  really  true  then  many  minor  traffic  law  violations  would  be 
considered  serious  crimes.     It  seems  more  sensible  to  regard  crimes  which 
occur  in  high  volume  as  creating  serious  social  problems,  but  not  that 
high  volume  makes  serious  crimes  out  of  comparatively  minor  offenses. 

In  our  previous  "Place  of  Massachusetts  ..."  annual  monographs 
we  have  discussed  in  detail  why  the  Crime  Index  of  the  F.B.I,   is  not 
a  satisfactory  measure  of  serious  crime.     In  essence  this  is  because 
the  Index  has  always  been  overweighted  by  large  numbers  of  comparatively 
less  serious  offenses.     This  resulted  in  inflated  Crime  Indices  for 
states  with  comparatively  few  serious  violent  crimes  like  murder  and 
rape  but  with  much  more  numerous  minor  property  crimes.     These  numerous 
minor  of  fenses  ballooned  their  total  indices  to   specious  high  figures. 

The  1973  total  index  is  further  distorted  because  all  petty 
larcenies  are  now  included  by  the  F.B.I,  under  the  "larceny"  category. 
In  previous  years  only  larcenies  of  fifty  dollars  and  over  were  counted. 
Now  the  addition  of  all  reported  petty  larcenies  improperly  inflates 
the  total  index  with  at  least  double  the  number  of  larcenies.  Conse- 
quently the  1973  total  Crime  Index  is  an  even  more  inaccurate  indication 


1     For  the  F.B.I,  definition  of  a  "serious"  crime  see  page  one  paragraph, 
one  of  the  1973  Uniform  Crime  Report. 


of  the  amount  of  serious  crime  than  it  formerly  was.     Therefore  there 
is  now  more  reason  for  us  to  continue  our  policy  of  not  using  the 
overall  F.B.I.  Crime  Index  figure. 

Since  1967 ,  while  continuing  to  publish  its  overall  index  the 
F.B.I,   has  broken  down  this  single  total  into  two  separate  sub-indices 
one  limited  to  the  four  violent  crimes  against  persons  and  the  other 
including  the  three  less  serious  property  crimes.     This  practice  limits 
the  inflationary  impact  of  the  numerous  property  crimes.  However 
within  the  two  separate  categories  the  crimes  still  occur  in  unequal 
ratios    (for  example,  about  20  times  more  robberies  than  murders  occur 
within  the  crimes  against  the  person  category).     Nevertheless,  this 
is  much  better  than  lumping  together  over  4  million  larcenies  with 
less  than  20  thousand  murders  -  a  lopsided  ratio  of  200  to  1.  Because 
dividing  the  overall  Crime  Index  into  two  sub-indices  minimizes  the 
"overweighting"  problem,  we  do  include  these  sub-indices  in  our 
statistical  tables. 

To  obtain  a  comparison  of  Massachusetts  with  all  other  states 
we  rank  order  all  states  according  to  their  rates  for  each  crime  and 
according  to  the  total  rate  for  each  sub-index.     The  state  with  the 
lowest  rate  in  each  column  is  ranked  number  one  at  the  top  of  the  list. 
This  method,  of  course,  results  in  the  state  with  highest  rate  for 
any  offense,  or  group  of  offenses,  being  ranked  fiftieth  at  the  bottom 
of  the  column. 

Table  1  shows  the  resulting  rank  order  for  1973  of  each  state 
for  each  crime  and  for  each  of  the  two  sub-indices,   as  well  as  providin 
the  rank  order  for  each  of  the  nine  regions2  (See  Footnote  on  following 
page)    for  each  crime  and  sub-index. 


Table  2  shows  the  trends  in  national  average  rates  for  each 
crime  and  each  sub-index  for  each  year  from  1968  through  1973. 

Table  3  shows  the  yearly  fluctuations  in  crime  rates  and  rankings 
of  the  New  England  region  for  the  same  six  year  period. 

Table  4  provides  similar  listings  of  Massachusetts  crime  rates 
and  rankings  for  each  crime  and  sub-index  for  each  year  from  196  8 
through  1973. 

Inspection  of  the  regional  rankings  at  the  top  of  Table  1  shows 
that  in  regard  to  the  four  crimes  against  persons  the  New  England  area 
has  the  lowest  rates  of  murder  and  rape,   the  second  lowest  rate  for 
aggravated  assault  and  the  third  lowest  rate  for  robbery.     In  regard  to 
the  sub-index  of  the  total  of  all  four  crimes  against  persons,  New  England 
ranks  second  best  of  all  nine  regions  of  the  country. 

In  regard  to  the  three  property  crimes  New  England  ranked  fifth 
in  burglary,  third  in  larceny  and  ninth  in  auto  theft.     These  rankings 
resulted  in  an  overall  rank  of  sixth  when  the  three  property  crimes 
are  combined  into  one  total.     When  we  consider  the  extremely  bad 
rankings  of  each  of  the  more  urban  New  England  states  as  regards  auto 
theft  it  becomes  clear  that  these  more  heavily  populated  states  are 
responsible  for  the  poor  showing  of  the  New  England  area  for  this 


2  Region 

1.  New  England 

2.  Middle  Atlantic 

3.  East  North  Central 

4.  West  North  Central 

5.  South  Atlantic 

6.  East  South  Central 

7.  West  South  Central 

8.  Mountain 

9.  Pacific 


States  Included 

Connecticut,  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennslyvania 
Illinois,   Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio, 
Wisconsin 

Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  North  and  South  Dakota 
Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Maryland,  North  and  South  Carolina, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia 
Alabama,  Kentucky,  Mississippi, 
Tennessee 

Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  Texas 
Arizona,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Utah,  Wyoming 
Alaska,  Hawaii,  California,  Oregon, 
Washington 


offense . 

The  lower  section  of  Table  1  listing  state  rankings  shows  that, 
in  regard  to  violent  crimes  against  persons,  Massachusetts,  among  the 
50  states,   is  ranked  fifteenth  in  murder,  eighteenth  in  rape,  forty- 
first  in  robbery  and  twenty-second  in  aggravated  assault.     For  the 
total  of  the  four  crimes  against  persons  it  ranks  thirty-first. 

In  regard  to  property  crimes  Massachusetts  ranks  fortieth  in 
burglary,  nineteenth  in  larceny  and  fiftieth  -  as  usual  -  in  auto 
theft.     These  poor  rankings  result  in  a  rank  of  thirty-seventh  for 
the  total  of  the  three  crimes  against  property. 

Examining  Table  2,  which  shows  trends  in  national  average  crime 
rates,  we  find  that,   although  there  had  been  some  slackening  off  in 
1972,   in  1973  all  individual  crime  rates  as  well  as  all  total  rates  of 
crimes  against  persons  and  crimes  against  property  increased.  The 
huge  jump  in  the  national  average  rate  of  larceny  is,  of  course,  due 
to  the  new  inclusion  of  all  larcenies  under  $50  to  this  category. 

Table  3  listing  the  rates  and  rankings  of  the  New  England  region 
shows  that,   in  regard  to  crimes  against  persons,  New  England  maintained 
the  same  good  rankings  it  had  last  year.     Although  the  rates  increased 
for  each  offense  because  of  similar  increases  in  the  other  regions 
New  England  maintained  the  same  rankings  for  crimes  against  persons. 

In  regard  to  property  crimes,  New  England  continued  its  poor 
record  of  ranking  ninth  in  auto  thefts.     However  it  showed  improvement 
over  last  year  in  regard  to  larceny  as  well  as  for  the  sub-index  of  the 
total  of  all  three  property  crimes.     The  rate  of  larceny  increased 
(because  of  the  expansion  of  this  category  to  include  all  petty 
larcenies)   but  it  increased  so  much  less  in  New  England  than  in  other 
regions  of  the  country  that  New  England  moved  up  from  fifth  to  fourth 


rank  for  larceny.     But  in  regard  to  the  crime  of  burglary  the  New 
England  rate  increased  enough  to  drop  the  area's  rank  from  fourth  to 
fifth.     However,   the  figure  for  the  total  of  all  three  property 
crimes  moved  New  England  up  from  seventh  to  sixth  rank  for  this  sub- 
index. 

Table  4  compares  Massachusetts  rates  and  rankings  for  1973  with 
each  of  the  previous  five  years.     This  table  shows  that  in  regard  to 
crimes  against  persons  the  Commonwealth  increased  its  rates  for  each 
of  these  four  crimes  as  well  as  dropping  Massachusetts  in  rank  for  all 
but  one  of  them.     It  dropped  two  ranks  in  murder,   six  ranks  in  rape, 
one  rank  in  robbery  and  held  the  same  rank     in  aggravated  assault. 
In  total  crimes  against  persons  it  dropped  from  twenty-fifth  to  thirty- 
first  rank.     It  is  noted  that  Massachusetts,   in  regard  to   its  murder 
rate,  had  remained  under  4  per  hundred  thousand  for  over  five  years,  but 
in  1973  increased  to  4.4.     However,  the  national  average  is  9.3  and 
the  Massachusetts  rate  for  murder  is  still  better  than  thirty  five 
other  states. 

In  regard  to  the  three  property  crimes,  despite  its  very  poor 
record  in  auto  theft,  Massachusetts  improved  from  forty-third  to 
thirty-seventh  rank  for  the  overall  property  crime  sub-index.  This 
seems  due  to  the  new  inclusion  of  petty  larcenies  in  the  larceny  offense 
category.     Although  the  local  rate  did  increase,  the  rate  in  most  other 
states  increased  so  much  more, with  petty  larcenies  being  counted  for  the 
first  time,   that  Massachusetts  moved  up  to  nineteenth  from  thirty- 
second  rank  in  larceny.     However,   for  burglary  the  Commonwealth  dropped 
from  thirty-eighth  to  fortieth  rank.     In  auto  theft  Massachusetts 
continues  to  be  the  worst  state  in  the  country  being  ranked  fiftieth 
in  1973  as  well  as  ranking  fiftieth  for  each  of  the  previous  five 
years . 


To  briefly  summarize  the  place  of  Massachusetts  in  national 
crime  rates  we  can  report  that  the  Commonwealth  compares  favorably 
in  regard  to  the  most  serious  violent  crimes  against  persons  of 
murder,  rape  and  aggravated  assault.     In  regard  to  robbery,  which  is 
also  classified  as  a  crime  against  the  person,  but  which  does  have 
elements  of  a  property  crime,   it  depends  on  what  method  of  comparison 
is  used.     Massachusetts  has  a  robbery  rate  almost  identical  with  the 
national  average  but  when  we  look  at  the  ranking  of  the  rate  of  each 
state  we  find  that  there  are  forty  states  which  have  a  lower  and  better 
robbery  rate. 

In  regard  to  the  regularly  classified  property  crimes  Massachusetts 
generally  compares  unfavorably  although  the  new  inclusion  of  petty 
larceny  in  the  larceny  category  does  make  the  Commonwealth  look 
comparatively  better  for  this  particular  offense.     However  the  extremely 
poor  record  of  Massachusetts  with  regard  to  auto  theft  continues.  If 
the  law  makers  or  law  enforcers  of  the  state  are  taking  any  steps 
to  reduce  the    frequency  of  this  crime  the  statistics  indicate  that 
such  steps  had  little  success  in  1973. 
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TABLE  2     CRIME  RATES  °t  the  UNITED  STATES    1968  through  1973 
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PLACE  OF  MASSACHUSETTS  IN  NATIONAL  CRIME  RATE  STATISTICS  FOR  1974 


Using  national  averages  as  the  bases  of  comparison  we  find  that  in  1974 
Massachusetts  has  a  lower  rate  in  four  of  the  seven  offenses  that  make  up  the 
Crime  Index  of  the  Uniform  Crime  Reports.    Last  year  the  Commonwealth  was  better 
than  the  national  averages  in  five  of  these  offenses. 

In  1974  in  regard  to  the  four  crimes  against  persons  the  Massachusetts  rate 
was  lower  for  three  offenses  -  murder,  forcible  rape  and  aggravated  assault  - 
but  was  slightly  higher  for  robbery. 

In  regard  to  the  three  crimes  against  property  Massachusetts  was  lower  only 
for  the  one  offense  of  larceny  and  was  higher  than  the  national  averages  for  burglary 
and  motor  vehicle  theft.    In  fact  for  motor  vehicle  theft  the  Commonwealth  rate 
is  about  three  times  worse  than  the  national  average. 

Turning  to  use  of  the  median  rates  of  the  fifty  states  as  the  bases  of 
comparison  we  find  that  Massachusetts  again  ranks  better  than  the  medians  for  the 
same  offenses  of  murder,  rape,  aggravated  assault  and  larceny  and  has  worse  rates 
for  robbery,  burglary  and  motor  vehicle  theft. 

Although  usually  issued  in  late  August,  the  "Uniform  Crime  Reports"  for  1974 
was  not  issued  by  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  until  mid  November  1975.  As 
customary  this  report  published,  as  one  of  many  tables,  the  rates  (per  hundred 
thousand  inhabitants)  of  every  state,  of  nine  regions  of  the  country  and  of  the 
United  States  for  the  following  selected  crimes:    murder  (including  non-negligent 
manslaughter),  forcible  rape,  robbery,  aggravated  assault,  burglary,  larceny- 
theft  and  motor  vehicle  theft  (including  both  unauthorized  use  and  stealing  for 
resale) . 

It  is  the  Federal  practice  to  add  together  the  rates  of  all  of  these  seven 
crimes  to  establish  the  "Crime  Index"  of  an  area.    This  index  is  alleged  to 
indicate  the  amount  of  "serious"  crime.    According  to  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  the  seven  selected  crimes  "--  are  all  serious  crimes,  either  by 
their  very  nature  or  due  to  the  volume  in  which  they  occur."1 

We  have  consistently  disagreed  with  their  notion  that  because  an  offense 
occurs  in  high  volume  it  should  be  considered  a  serious  crime.    If  this  were  really 
true  then  many  minor  traffic  law  violations  should  be  considered  serious  crimes. 
It  seems  more  sensible  to  regard  minor  crimes  which  occur  in  high  volume  as 
creating  serious  social  problems,  but  not  that  high  volume  makes  serious  crimes 
out  of  comparatively  minor  offenses. 

In  earlier  "Place  of  Massachusetts  — "  annual  monographs  we  have  discussed 
in  detail  why  the  Crime  Index  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  is  not  a 
satisfactory  measure  of  serious  crime.    This  is  chiefly  because  this  index  has 
always  been  overweighted  by  large  numbers  of  comparatively  minor  offenses.  In 
essence  what  we  object  to  is  giving  each  minor  crime  (e.g.  each  petty  larceny) 
equal  weight  with  each  serious  crime  (e.g.  each  murder)  when  the  overall  Crime 


1    For  the  full  F.B.I,  definition  of  these  seven  offenses  as  "serious"  crimes 
see  the  first  paragraph  on  page  ten  of  the  1974  Uniform  Crime  Reports. 
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Index  is  computed    -  especially  as  there  are  about  ten  times  as  many  crimes  against 
property  than  the  more  serious  crimes  against  persons.    This  results  in  inflated 
Crime  Indices  for  states  with  comparatively  few  serious,  violent  crimes  like  murder 
and  rape  but  with  more  numerous  minor  property  crimes.    These  numerous  minor  offenses 
balloon  their  overall  indices  to  specious  high  figures. 

The  1973  and  1974  Crime  Indices  have  been  further  distorted  because  all 
larcenies  are  now  included  under  the  "larceny"  category.    In  previous  years  only 
larcenies  of  fifty  dollars  and  over  were  counted.    Now' the  addition  of  all  petty 
larcenies  improperly  inflates  the  overall  index  with  at  least  double  the  number 
of  larcenies.    Consequently  the  1973  and  1974  overall  Crime  Indices  are  now  an 
even  more  inaccurate  indication  of  the  amount  of  serious  crime.    Therefore  there  is 
now  more  reason  than  ever  to  continue  our  policy  of  not  using  the  Federal  Bureau's 
overall  Crime  Index  figures. 

Since  1967  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  has  broken  down  their  single 
total  into  two  additional  sub-indices,  one  limited  to  the  total  of  the  rates  of 
the  four  violent  crimes  against  persons  and  the  other  totalling  only  the  rates  of 
the  three  less  serious  property  crimes.    This  practice  reduces  the  inflationary 
effect  of  the  numerous  minor  property  crimes.    However,  within  the  two  separated 
categories  the  crimes  still  occur  in  unequal  proportions;  for  example,  about 
twenty  times  more  robberies  than  murders  occur  within  the  category  of  crimes 
against  persons.    Nevertheless,  separating  the  two  totals  is  much  better  than 
lumping  together  over  four  million  larcenies  with  less  than  twenty  thousand  murders 
and  having  each  counted  equally.    Because  the  division  of  the  overall  Crime  Index 
into  two  sub-indices  reduces  the  "overweighting"  problem,  we  do  include  these  sub- 
indices  in  our  tables.    But  not  because  we  really  believe  these  are  satisfactory 
measures  of  rates  of  crimes.    These  indices  are  listed  only  because  they  are  the 
least  unsatisfactory  nationwide  measures  of  crime  rates. 

To  obtain  a  comparison  of  Massachusetts  with  all  other  states  we  rank  order 
all  states  according  to  their  rates  for  each  crime  and  according  to  the  total  rate 
for  each  sub-index.    The  state  with  the  lowest  rate  in  each  column  is  ranked 
number  one  at  the  top  of  the  list.    This  procedure,  of  course,  results  in  the 
state  with  highest  rate  for  any  offense,  or  group  of  offenses,  being  ranked  fiftieth 
at  the  bottom  of  the  column. 

Table  1  shows  the  resulting  rank  order  for  1974  of  each  state  for  each  crime 
and  for  each  of  the  two  sub-indices,  as  well  as  providing  the  rank  order  for  each 
of  the  nine  regions2  (See  Footnote)  for  each  crime  and  sub-index. 


Regi 

on 

States  Included 

1. 

New  England 

Connecticut,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 

Rhode  Island,  Vermont 

2. 

Middle  Atlantic 

New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania 

3. 

East  North  Central 

Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Wisconsin 

4. 

West  North  Central 

Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 

North  and  South  Dakota 

5. 

South  Atlantic 

Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Maryland,  North  and 

South  Carolina,  Virginia,  West  Virginia 

6. 

East  South  Central 

Alabama,  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  Tennessee 

7. 

West  South  Central 

Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  Texas 

8. 

Mountai  n 

Arizona,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 

Utah,  Wyoming 

9. 

Paci  fic 

Alaska,  Hawaii,  California,  Oregon,  Washington 
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Table  2  shows  the  trends  in  national  average  rates  for  each  crime  and  sub- 
index  for  each  year  from  196P.  through  1974. 

Table  3  shows  the  yearly  fluctuations  in  crime  rates  and  rankings  of  the  New 
England  region  for  the  same  seven  year  period. 

Table  4  provides  similar  listings  of  Massachusetts  crime  rates  and  rankings 
for  each  crime  and  sub-index  for  each  year  from  1968  through  1974. 

Inspection  of  the  regional  rankings  at  the  top  of  Table  1  shows  that  in 
regard  to  the  four  crimes  against  persons  the  New  England  area  has  the  lowest 
rates  of  murder  and  rape,  the  second  lowest  rate  for  aggravated  assault  and  the 
third  lowest  rate  for  robbery.    In  regard  to  the  sub-index  of  the  total  of  all 
four  crimes  against  persons,  New  England  ranks  second  best  of  all  nine  regions 
of  the  country. 

In  regard  to  the  property  crimes  New  England  ranked  sixth  in  burglary,  third 
in  larceny  and  ninth  in  motor  vehicle  theft.    By  looking  at  the  bad  rankings  in 
motor  vehicle  theft  of  the  three  more  urban  states    (see  the  lower  section  of 
Table  1)  it  becomes  clear  that  they  pulled  New  England  down  to  the  bottom  rank 
despite  the  small  rate  of  motor  vehicle  theft  in  the  three  northern  more  rural 
states.    In  regard  to  the  aggregate  rate  for  the  three  property  crimes  New  England 
ranked  sixth  among  the  nine  regions. 

The  lower  section  of  Table  1  listing  state  rankings  shows  that,  in  regard  to 
the  violent  crimes  against  persons,  Massachusetts,  among  the  fifty  states,  is 
ranked  fourteenth  in  murder,  fourteenth  in  rape,  forty- first  in  robbery  and 
twenty- third  in  aggravated  assault.    For  the  aggregate  rate  of  these  four  crimes 
against  persons  Massachusetts  is  ranked  thirty-second.    In  regard  to  the  property 
crimes  Massachusetts  ranks  thirty-ninth  in  burglary,  twentieth  in  larceny  and 
fiftieth  -  as  usual  -  in  motor  vehicle  theft.    For  the  aggregate  of  all  three 
property  crimes  the  Commonwealth  ranks  fortieth. 

Examining  Table  2  which  shows  trends  from  year  to  year  in  national  average 
crime  rates,  we  find  that  in  1974  (as  in  1973)  the  rates  for  each  individual 
offense  as  well  as  the  total  rates  for  crimes  against  persons  and  for  crimes 
against  property  all  increased. 

Table  3  listing  the  rates  and  rankings  of  the  New  England  region  compared  to 
the  eight  other  regions  of  the  country  shows  that  in  regard  to  crimes  against 
persons  New  England  maintained  good  rankings.    Although  the  rates  increased  for 
each  offense,  because  of  similar  increases  in  the  other  regions  New  England  main- 
tained the  same  good  rankings  it  enjoyed  in  1973  for  crimes  against  persons. 

In  regard  to  property  crimes  New  England  continued  its  poor  record  of  always 
ranking  ninth  in  motor  vehicle  thefts.    Although  for  larceny  it  continues  to  be 
the  third  best  area  in  the  country,  for  burglary  it  dropped  from  fifth  to  sixth 
rank.    For  its  aggregate  rate  for  all  three  property  crimes  New  England  continued 
to  rank  sixth. 

Table  4  compares  Massachusetts  rates  and  rankings  for  1974  with  each  of  the 
previous  six  years.    In  regard  to  crimes  against  the  person  the  total  rate  increased 
and  the  aggregate  ranking  dropped  from  thirty-one  to  thirty-two.    The  rate  of 
murder  remained  the  same  at  4.4  per  hundred  thousand  but  the  ranking  climbed  from 
fifteenth  to  fourteenth.    The  rate  of  rape  decreased  to  cause  a  ranking  climb 
from  eighteenth  to  fourteenth.    The  rate  of  robbery  increased  but  the  ranking 
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remained  the  same  at  forty-one.    The  rate  of  aggravated  assault  increased  and  the 
ranking  dropped  from  twenty- two  to  twenty- three . 

For  crimes  against  property  the  overall  rate  increased  and  the  overall  rank 
of  Massachusetts  dropped  three  steps  to  forty.    In  regard  to  individual  property 
offenses  the  larceny  rate  increased  and  the  Commonwealth  dropped  one  level  in 
rank  from  nineteen  to  twenty.    Although  the  burglary  rate  also  increased  nevertheless 
the  Massachusetts  ranking  improved  one  level  from  forty  to  thirty-nine.  For 
motor  vehicle  theft  the  rate  increased  over  twenty  percent  and  the  Massachusetts 
ranking,  as  it  has  for  many  years,  remained  at  the  lowest  possible  level  of  fifty. 

To  briefly  summarize  the  place  of  Massachusetts  in  national  crime  rates  we 
can  report  that  the  Commonwealth  compares  very  favorably  in  regard  to  the  serious 
crimes  of  murder  and  rape  and  also  compares  favorably  in  regard  to  aggravated 
assault.    However,  for  robbery  although  Massachusetts  has  only  a  slightly  worse 
rate  than  the  national  average  it  has  the  bad  ranking  of  forty-one  when  compared 
with  the  median  of  all  states.    In  regard  to  property  crimes  Massachusetts  does 
compare  favorably  in  regard  to  larceny  but  has  a  bad  burglary  rate  and  for  motor 
vehicle  theft  it  has  the  worst  rate  in  the  country  by  far  and  continues  to  retain 
the  bottom  rank  of  fifty. 
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STATES  and  REGIONS  RANK  ORDERED  by  CRIME  RATES 

1974  Rates  per  100,000  Inhabitants 
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PLACE  OF  MASSACHUSETTS  IN  NATIONAL  CRIME  RATE  STATISTICS  FOR  1975 


Comparing  Massachusetts  with  both  the  national  averages  and  national 
medians  for  each  of  the  seven  offenses  that  make  up  the  Crime  Index  of  the 
Uniform  Crime  Reports  we  find  that  Massachusetts  has  lower  crime  rates  for 
murder,  rape,  aggravated  assault  and  larceny-theft  but  has  higher  rates  for 
robbery,  burglary  and  larceny  of  motor  vehicle. 

The  Uniform  Crime  Reports  for  1975  were  issued  on  August  29,  1976. 
As  customary  this  report  published,  as  one  of  many  tables,  the  rates  (per 
hundred  thousand  inhabitants)  of  every  state,  of  nine  regions  of  the 
country  and  of  the  United  States  for  the  following  selected  crimes:  murder 
(including  non-negligent  manslaughter),  forcible  rape,  robbery,  aggravated 
assault,  burglary,  larceny- theft  and  motor  vehicle  theft  (including  both 
unauthorized  use  and  stealing  for  resale). 

It  is  the  Federal  practice  to  add  together  the  rates  of  all  of  these 
seven  crimes  to  establish  the  "Crime  Index"  of  an  area.    This  index  is 
alleged  to  indicate  the  amount  of  "serious"  crime.    According  to  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Investigation  the  seven  selected  crimes  " —  are  all  serious 
crimes,  either  by  their  very  nature  or  due  to  the  volume  in  which  they 
occur. "1 

We  have  consistently  disagreed  with  their  notion  that  because  an  offense 
occurs  in  high  volume  it  should  be  considered  a  serious  crime.    If  this  were 
really  true  then  many  minor  traffic  law  violations  should  be  considered 
serious  crimes.    It  seems  more  sensible  to  regard  minor  crimes  which  occur 
in  high  volume  as  creating  serious  social  problems,  but  not  that  high  volume 
makes  serious  crimes  out  of  comparatively  minor  offenses. 

In  earlier  "Place  of  Massachusetts  — "  annual  monographs  we  have 
discussed  in  detail  why  the  Crime  Index  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 
is  not  a  satisfactory  measure  of  serious  crime.    This  is  chiefly  because 
this  index  has  always  been  overweighted  by  large  numbers  of  comparatively 
minor  offenses.    In  essence  what  we  object  to  is  giving  each  minor  crime 
(e.g.  each  petty  larceny)  equal  weight  with  each  serious  crime  (e.g.  each 
murder)  when  the  overall  Crime  Index  is  computed  -  especially  as  there  are 
about  ten  times  as  many  crimes  against  property  than  the  more  serious  crimes 
against  persons.    This  results  in  inflated  Crime  Indices  for  states  with 
comparatively  few  serious,  violent  crimes  like  murder  and  rape  but  with  more 
numerous  minor  property  crimes.    These  numerous  minor  offenses  balloon  their 
overall  indices  to  specious  high  figures. 

For  the  last  three  years  Crime  Indices  have  been  further  distorted 
because  all  larcenies  are  now  included  under  the  "larceny"  category.  Prior 
to  1973  only  larcenies  of  fifty  dollars  and  over  were  counted.    Now  the 
addition  of  all  petty  larcenies  improperly  inflates  the  overall  index  with 
at  least  double  the  number  of  larcenies.    Consequently  the  current  overall 
Crime  Indices  are  now  an  even  more  inaccurate  indication  of  the  amount  of 
serious  crime.    Therefore  there  is  now  more  reason  than  ever  to  continue  our 
policy  of  not  using  the  Federal  Bureau's  overall  Crime  Index  figures. 


1    For  the  full  F.B.I,  definition  of  these  seven  offenses  as  "serious" 
crimes  see  the  first  paragraph  on  page  ten  of  the  1975  Uniform  Crime 
Reports . 
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Since  1967  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  has  broken  down  their 
single  index  total  into  two  additional  sub-indices,  one  limited  to  the  total 
of  the  rates  of  the  four  violent  crimes  against  persons  and  the  other 
totalling  only  the  rates  of  the  three  less  serious  property  crimes.  This 
practice  reduces  the  inflationary  effect  of  the  numerous  minor  property 
crimes.    However,  within  the  two  separated  categories  the  crimes  still 
occur  in  unequal  proportions;  for  example,  about  twenty  times  more  robberies 
than  murders  occur  within  the  category  of  crimes  against  persons.  Never- 
theless, separating  the  two  totals  is  much  better  than  grouping  together 
over  four  million  larcenies  with  less  than  twenty  thousand  murders  and 
having  each  counted  equally.    Because  the  division  of  the  overall  Crime 
Index  into  two  sub-indices  reduces  the  "overweighting"  problem,  we  do 
include  these  sub-indices  in  our  tables.    But  not  because  we  really  believe 
these  are  satisfactory  measures  of  rates  of  crimes.    These  indices  are 
listed  only  because  they  are  the  least  unsatisfactory  nationwide  measures 
of  crime  rates. 


To  obtain  a  comparison  of  Massachusetts  with  all  other  states  we  rank 
order  all  states  according  to  their  rates  for  each  crime  and  according  to 
the  total  rate  for  each  sub-index.    The  state  with  the  lowest  rate  in  each 
column  is  ranked  number  one  at  the  top  of  the  list.  '  This  procedure,  of 
course,  results  in  the  state  with  highest  rate  for  any  offense,  or  group  of 
offenses,  being  ranked  fiftieth  at  the  bottom  of  the  column. 

Table  1  shows  the  resulting  rank  order  for  1975  of  each  state  for  each 
crime  and  for  each  of  the  two  sub-indices,  as  well  as  providing  the  rank 
order  for  each  of  the  nine  regions^  (See  Footnote)  for  each  crime  and 
sub-index. 

Table  2  shows  the  trends  in  national  average  rates  for  each  crime  and 
sub-index  for  each  year  from  1968  through  1975. 

Table  3  shows  the  yearly  fluctuations  in  New  England  crime  rates  and 
the  rankings  of  this  region  for  the  same  eight  year  period. 

Table  4  provides  similar  listings  of  Massachusetts  crime  rates  and 
rankings  for  each  crime  and  sub-index  for  each  year  from  1968  through  1975. 

Inspection  of  the  regional  rankings  at  the  top  of  Table  1  shows  that 
in  regard  to  the  four  crimes  against  persons  New  England  has  the  lowest 
rates  of  any  area  in  the  country  for  murder  and  rape,  the  fifth  lowest  for 
robbery  and  the  second  lowest  for  aggravated  assault.    In  regard  to  the  sub- 
total of  all  four  crimes  against  persons,  New  England  ranks  second  best  of 


2  Region 

1 .  New  England 

2.  Middle  Atlantic 

3.  East  North  Central 

4.  West  North  Central 

5.  South  Atlantic 

6.  East  South  Central 

7.  West  South  Central 

8.  Mountain 

9.  Pacific 


States  Included 

Connecticut,  Maine,  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  Wisconsin 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
North  and  South  Dakota 

Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Maryland,  North 
and  South  Carolina,  Virginia,  West  Virginia 
Alabama,  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  Tennessee 
Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma,  Texas 
Arizona,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  Utah,  Wyoming 

Alaska,  Hawaii,  California,  Oregon,  Washington 


all  of  the  nine  regions  of  the  country. 

In  regard  to  property  crimes  New  England  ranks  sixth  in  burglary,  third 
in  larceny- theft  and  ninth  in  motor  vehicle  theft.    By  looking  at  the  bad 
rankings  in  motor  vehicle  theft  of  the  three  more  urban  states  (see  the  lower 
section  of  Table  1)  it  becomes  clear  that  they  pulled  New  England  down  to 
the  bottom  rank  despite  the  small  rate  of  motor  vehicle  theft  in  the  three 
northern  more  rural  states.    In  regard  to  the  aggregate  rate  for  the  three 
property  crimes,  New  England  ranks  seventh  among  the  nine  regions. 

The  lower  section  of  Table  1  listing  the  comparative  rankings  of  all 
states  shows    that  in  regard  to  the  violent  crimes  against  persons  Massachu- 
setts among  the  fifty  states  is  ranked  twelfth  in  murder,  twenty-third  in 
rape,  forty-second  in  robbery,  and  twenty-fifth  in  aggravated  assault.  When 
the  rates  of  these  four  offenses  are  combined  the  Massachusetts  ranking  is 
thirty-fifth  in  regard  to  these  violent  crimes. 

In  regard  to  the  less  serious  property  crimes  Massachusetts  ranks 
thirty-eighth  in  burglary,  seventeenth  in  larceny  and,  as  usual,  fiftieth  - 
dead  last  -  in  larceny  of  motor  vehicles.    When  the  rates  of  these  three 
offenses  are  combined  and  resulting  ranking  for  Massachusetts  for  property 
crimes  is  thirty-nine. 

Examining  Table  2,  which  shows  the  trends  from  year  to  year  in 
national  crime  rates  for  the  past  eight  years,  we  see  that  the  national 
averages  of  the  six  offenses  of  rape,  robbery,  aggravated  assault,  burglary, 
larceny  and  theft  of  motor  vehicle  show  a  steady,  continuous  climb  but, 
reversing  this  seven  year  trend,  the  average  rate  of  murder  in  the  United 
States  decreased  this  past  year  for  the  first  time. 

Table  3  listing  the  eight  year  rates  and  ranking  of  the  New  England 
region  shows  that  New  England  continued  to  maintain  good  rankings  in  regard 
to  the  more  serious  crimes.    The  New  England  area  has  enjoyed  the  lowest 
rates  in  the  country  for  murder  and  rape  for  at  least  the  past  eight  years. 
For  four  years  it  has  ranked  second  best  in  aggravated  assault.  Unfor- 
tunately, in  regard  to  the  offense  of  robbery,  it  skidded  to  fifth  place 
after  three  years  of  ranking  third.    For  the  combined  total  of  the  four 
violent  crimes  against  persons  New  England  ranks  second  for  the  fourth  year. 

However,  in  regard  to  the  less  serious  property  crimes  New  England  does 
not  compare  as  favorably.    For  the  combined  total  of  the  three  property 
crimes  it  has  always  ranked  sixth  or  seventh.    Although  it  continues  it's 
better  than  average  ranking  for  larceny  it  also  continues  its'  poorer  than 
average  ranking  for  burglary.    New  England  always  ranks  poorest  in  larceny 
of  motor  vehicles  due  to  the  consistently  poor  ratings  of  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island  and  Connecticut  which  counteract  the  consistently  good  low  rates 
of  auto  thefts  in  Vermont,  New  Hampshire  and  Maine. 

Table  4  compares  the  rates  and  rankings  of  Massachusetts  for  the  past 
eight  years.    In  regard  to  the  combined  total  of  crimes  against  the  person 
there  has  been  a  steady  worsening  of  rates  which  results  in  a  continuing 
drop  in  the  ranking  of  Massachusetts  from  twentieth  to  thirty-fifth.  The 
brightest  spot  is  that  the  Commonwealth  compares  best  in  murder  achieving  a 
new  rank  of  twelfth  in  contrast  to  its  usual  ranking  between  thirteen  and 
sixteen.    However,  in,  regard  to  rape  it  dropped  to  twenty-third  after  ranking 
twelfth  in  1972.    For  robbery  it  has  remained  between  the  fortieth  and 
forty-second  rank  for  four  years.    For  aggravated  assault  it  ranked  twenty- 
second  four  years  ago  and  now  ranks  twenty-fourth. 


In  regard  to  the  Commonwealth  ranking  for  the  combined  three  property 
crimes  it  climbed  to  thirty-ninth  from  last  year's  rank  of  fortieth.  This 
is  chiefly  due  to  the  change  in  its  rank  for  larceny  from  twenty-ninth  eight 
years  ago  to  the  seventeenth  rank  last  year.    For  burglary  Massachusetts 
climbed  back  to  its  usual  ranking  of  thirty-eight  after  dropping  to  forty 
in  1973.    For  motor  vehicle  thefts  the  Massachusetts  rate  increased  over 
fifteen  percent  from  1365.1  thefts  in  1974  to  1571.1  thefts  per  hundred 
thousand  in  1975.    Consequently,  as  it  always  has  been  for  at  least  eight 
years,  Massachusetts  is  the  worst  state  in  the  country  in  regard  to  the 
rate  of  motor  vehicle  thefts. 


To  summarize  briefly  the  place  of  Massachusetts  in  national  crime  rates 
we  can  report  that  the  Commonwealth  compares  very  favorably  in  regard  to 
murder,  is  better  than  average  in  regard  to  forcible  rape,  aggravated  assault 
and  larceny  but  poorer  than  average  for  robbery,  burglary  and  larceny  of 
motor  vehicles. 
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STATES  and  REGIONS  RANK  ORDERED  by  CRIME  RATES 

7975  Rates  per  100.000  Inhabitants 
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TABLE  2     CRIME  RATES  °t      UNITED  STATES     1968  through  1975 


AREA 
YEAR 

total  crimes 

yj  PCRSO/VS 

MURDER 

RAPE 

ROOBBRY 

et&LRRVHTtB 
RSSRl/L  T 

rami,  utiles 

ft  PROPERTY 

BUR&LRRY 
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Ri/ra  THttr 
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UUIlBh  iTHUi 
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IT  1.3 

19  to 12 

7/5.  1 

C36.6 

3iT.  1 

U.  O.  /767 

32  +  A 

7.2 

10.1 
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U.  S.  1173 

+1+3 

9.3 

Z+.3 

IS2  + 

198.1 

3761  1 

lZ/08 

Z05I.2 

110.1 
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TABLE  3    CRIME  RATES  end  RANKINGS  ot  NEW  ENGLAND     1968  through  1975 

among  the  Nine  Regions  ot  the  United  States 
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TABLE  4     CRIME  RATES  and  RANKINGS  ot  MASSACHUSETTS    1968  through  1975 

among  the  Fifty  States 
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